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APPEAL INDEX

SUPREME COURT NO: 77505
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR96-1581
STATE OF NEVADA vs STEVEN FLOYD VOSS
DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST TO PROCEED IN 03-09-00 10 25-28
FORMA PAUPERIS
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST TO PROCEED IN 04-14-03 12 513-514
FORMA PAUPERIS
AMENDED PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 10-15-04 14 942-959
(POST CONVICTION)
ANSWER TO MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION 02-09-18 8 1569-1571
ANSWER TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 05-05-00 10 32-34
(POST CONVICTION)
APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 07-05-00 10 150-152
APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 09-04-18 15 14-16
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 07-16-96 2 6
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 09-09-96 2 198
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 08-31-18 9 1757-1757
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 06-23-00 10 149
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 01-29-01 10 156
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 12-24-96 3 351-352
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 02-06-18 8 1550-1551
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 11-20-18 9 1864-1865
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 11-20-18 9 1870-1871
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 08-20-01 11 473-475
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 11-12-02 12 507
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 11-03-03 12 570-572
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 01-28-05 14 977-979
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 06-06-05 14| 1006-1008
CASE ASSIGNMENT NOTIFICATION 02-16-18 8 1586-1587
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 12-26-96 3 353
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 08-20-01 11 478
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 11-12-02 12 505
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STATE OF NEVADA vs STEVEN FLOYD VOSS
DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 11-04-03 12 578
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 12-12-03 12 586
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 02-02-05 14 980
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 06-09-05 14 1009
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK — RECORD ON APPEAL 03-17-05 14 985
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK — RECORD ON APPEAL 07-19-05 14 1027
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE 02-06-18 8 1552
OF APPEAL
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE 11-20-18 9 1866
OF APPEAL
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE 11-20-18 9 1872
OF APPEAL
CERTIFICATE OF INMATE’S INSTITUTIONAL ACCOUNT 04-21-03 12 546
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 12-26-96 3 354
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 08-20-01 11 479
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 11-12-02 12 506
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 11-04-03 12 579
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 12-12-03 12 587
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 02-02-05 14 981
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 06-09-05 14 1010
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL — RECORD ON APPEAL 03-17-05 14 986
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL — RECORD ON APPEAL 07-19-05 14 1028
DEFENDANT’S APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 10-25-17 6,7 1064-1237
DEFENDANT’S PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO SET ASIDE
JURY VERDICT (VOLUME ONE)
DEFENDANT’S APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 10-25-17 7,8 1238-1456
DEFENDANT’S PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO SET ASIDE
JURY VERDICT (VOLUME TWO)
DEFENDANT’S MOTIONS IN LIMINE 09-25-96 2 206-215
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DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING

DATE FILED

VOL.

PAGE NO.

DEFENDANT’S NOTICE OF STATES FAILURE TO COMPLY
WITH THE COURT’S ORDER TO RESPOND; AND REQUEST
THAT THE STATE’S FAILURE TO RESPOND AND TO FILE
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN OPPOSITION TO THE
PLEADINGS, BE CONSTRUED BY THE COURT AS A
CONSENT TO THE GRANTING OF THE PLEADINGS, AND A
CONFESSION OF ERROR AS TO THE CLAIMS RAISED
THEREIN

08-31-18

1764-1770

DEFENDANT’S REPLY TO STATE’S OMNIBUS RESPONSE
TO DEFENDANT’S FIRST AMENDED MOTION TO
CONVERT PROCEEDINGS A PETITION FOR WRIT OF
CORAM NOBIS, FIRST AMENDED PETITION FOR WRIT OF
ERROR CORAM NOBIS, AND FIRST AMENDED MOTION
FOR ORDER DIRECTING RESPONDENT TO FILE A RETURN
TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF ERROR CORAM NOBIS.

09-04-18

1774-1793

DEFENDANT’S REPLY TO STATE’S OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANT’S PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO SET ASIDE
JURY VERDICTS

01-11-18

1472-1483

EMERGENCY EX PARTE MOTION FOR INJUNCTIVE
RELIEF AND APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY
PROTECTIVE ORDER

08-15-07

1003-1014

EMERGENCY MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF COURT
APPOINTED COUNSEL

11-14-18

1846-1852

EX PARTE MOTION FOR ORDER ALLOWING PAYMENT OF
ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS TO APPOINTED COUNSEL
& AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL (POST CONVICTION
PROCEEDINGS IN DISTRICT COURT)

06-22-01

10

158-161

EX PARTE MOTION FOR ORDER ALLOWING PAYMENT OF
ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS TO APPOINTED COUNSEL
& AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL (FAST TRACK APPEAL OF
POST-CONVICTION PROCEEDINGS IN DISTRICT COURT)

10-09-01

15

17-20

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND
JUDGMENT

08-09-01

11

455-462

FIRST AMENDED MOTION FOR ORDER DIRECTING
RESPONDENT TO FILE A RETURN TO THE PETITIONER’S
PETITION FOR A WRIT OF ERROR CORAM NOBIS WHICH
SPECIFIES THE TRUE CAUSE OF THE PETITIONER’S
RESTRAINT BY THE STATE OF NEVADA

05-10-18

1695-1703

FIRST AMENDED MOTION TO CONVERT PROCEEDINGS
TO A PETITION FOR A WRIT OF ERROR CORAM NOBIS

05-10-18

8,9

1672-1694

FIRST AMENDED PETITION FOR A WRIT OF ERROR
CORAM NOBIS

05-10-18

1636-1671
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PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF PETITION FOR WRIT 10-15-04 13 736-913
OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) AND MOTION
FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE A SUCCESSIVE PETITION
FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
INFORMATION 07-16-96 2 1-5
JUDGMENT 11-27-96 3 325-326
JURY INSTRUCTIONS 10-10-96 3 249-288
JURY QUESTION, COURT RESPONSE 10-10-96 2 234-236
MINUTES — ARRAIGNMENT 07-19-96 2 7
MINUTES — ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF 11-17-96 3 318
SENTENCE
MINUTES — EVIDENTIARY HEARING 06-08-01 925-926
MINUTES — MOTION FOR RELEASE ON O.R./BAIL 09-10-96 2 199
REDUCTION
MINUTES — MOTION TO CONFIRM TRIAL DATE 08-06-96 2 186
MINUTES — MOTION TO CONFIRM TRIAL DATE 09-24-96 2 205
MINUTES — MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE 09-03-96 2 193
MINUTES — MOTION TO SET ASIDE JURY VERDICT 05-20-98 5 897
MINUTES — MOTION TO SET ASIDE JURY VERDICT 05-21-98 5 898
MINUTES — SENTENCING OF REMAND BY NEVADA S.C. - 11-29-18 9 1885-1886
CONTD.
MOTION 08-16-96 2 187-189
MOTION AND DEMAND FOR SPEEDY TRIAL (IMPOSITION 02-02-18 8 1538-1543
OF SENTENCE)
MOTION FOR A JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL OR A NEW 10-17-96 3 289-294
TRIAL
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF TRIAL COUNSEL 02-02-18 8 1544-1547
MOTION FOR COMPLETE UN-REDACTED TRIAL 03-25-05 14 987-991
TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC EXPENSE
MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF TRIAL RECORD 09-26-05 6 988-994
MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION OF DISTRICT JUDGE 02-06-18 8 1555-1562

ELLIOTT A SATTLER, AND FOR ADMINISTRATIVE
REASSIGNMENT OF CASE BY CHIEF JUDGE
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PAGE NO.

MOTION FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING IN REGARD TO
THE DEFENDANT’S PRESENTENCING MOTION TO SET
ASIDE JURY VERDICTS

01-11-18

1486-1489

MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE (AMENDED)
SUCCESSIVE POST-CONVICTION PETITION FOR WRIT OF
HABEAS CORPUS

10-15-04

13

914-941

MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE A SUCCESSIVE
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST
CONVICTION)

04-14-03

12

531-544

MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE A SUCCESSIVE
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST-
CONVICTION), AND ALTERNATE; PRE-SENTENCING
MOTION TO SET ASIDE JURY VERDICT

07-27-04

12

666-695

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

03-09-00

10

24

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

04-14-03

12

545

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

05-29-03

12

547

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

07-27-04

12

661-665

MOTION FOR ORDER DIRECTING THE RESPONDENT TO
FILE A RETURN TO THE PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR
WRIT OF CORAM NOBIS, WHICH SPECIFIES THE TRUE
CAUSE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA’S PRESENT
RESTRAINT OF THE PETITIONER

03-09-18

1627-1632

MOTION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER AT
EVIDENTIARY HEARING RELATIVE TO MOTION TO SET
ASIDE JURY VERDICTS

01-11-18

1490-1492

MOTION FOR PARTIAL STAY OF EXECUTION OF
SENTENCE

10-07-02

12

499-502

MOTION FOR REHEARING OF PETITION FOR WRIT OF
CORAM NOBIS, AND TO RECALL THE COURTS
NOVEMBER 8§, 2018 ORDER BASED ON JURISDICTIONAL
DEFECT AND GROSS MISAPPREHENSION OF FACTS

11-19-18

1857-1861

MOTION FOR RELEASE ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE OR FOR
REDUCTION IN BAIL

09-09-96

194-197

MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT AT PUBLIC EXPENSE AND
SPECIFICATION OF ERROR

11-03-03

12

575-577

MOTION FOR TRIAL TRANSCRIPT AT PUBLIC EXPENSE
AND SPECIFICATION OF ERROR

01-07-97

355-356

MOTION FOR WITHDRAW OF ATTORNEY FOR
PETITIONER

10-07-02

12

488-493
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MOTION REQUESTING RECONSIDERATION OF MOTION
FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE SUCCESSIVE POST-
CONVICTION PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS,
OR ALTERNATIVE, PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO SET
ASIDE VERDICT, UPON THE MERITS OF PETITIONER’S
JURISDICTIONAL CLAIMS AND, REQUEST FOR
REASSIGNMENT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO
FILE SUCCESSIVE PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS, OR ALTERNATIVE PRE-RESENTENCING
MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT TO CHIEF JUDGE FOR
RE-HEARING UPON THE MERITS OF THE
PETITION/MOTION

09-29-04

13

727-735

MOTION TO DISMISS

11-21-96

319-321

MOTION TO FORMALLY VACATE JUDGMENT OF
CONVICTION AND TO DISMISS ACTION WITH PREJUDICE
DUE TO THE STATE’S FAILURE TO PROSECUTE

01-12-18

1498-1512

MOTION TO INVALIDATE SEARCH WARRANTS AND
SEIZURE ORDER

05-10-00

10

105-107

MOTION TO INVALIDATE SEARCH WARRANTS AND
SEIZURE ORDER — SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

05-10-00

10

57-104

MOTION TO PRODUCE CASE RECORDS

09-26-03

12

551-557

MOTION TO PRODUCE SPECIFICALLY REQUESTED
DISCOVERY INFORMATION

10-07-02

12

494-498

MOTION TO RELEASE EVIDENCE

08-22-97

869-872

MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT

04-30-98

876-884

MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT

05-10-00

10

108-110

MOTION TO STRIKE DATED AND PREJUDICIAL PRE-
SENTENCING INVESTIGATIONAL REPORT AND
SENTENCING RECOMMENDATIONS AND MOTION FOR
NEW PRE-SENTENCING INVESTIGATION, AND REPROT
WHICH DOES NOT MAKE REFERENCE TO UNCHARGED
CRIMINAL CONDUCT OR TO ANY WRITTEN OR VERBAL
STATEMENT OF THE DEFENDANT TO THE NEVADA
DIVISION OF PAROLE AND PROBATIONS MADE DURING
PRE-SENTENCING INVESTIGATION AND OUTSIDE THE
PRESENCE OF TRIAL COUNSEL

04-01-05

944-985

NOTICE

01-25-08

1015-1020

NOTICE

01-09-18

1468-1471
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PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
NOTICE AND MOTION 03-09-18 8 1597-1604
NOTICE OF APPEAL 12-24-96 3 350
NOTICE OF APPEAL 02-05-18 8 1548-1549
NOTICE OF APPEAL 11-19-18 9 1853-1854
NOTICE OF APPEAL 11-19-18 9 1855-1856
NOTICE OF APPEAL 11-03-03 12 573-574
NOTICE OF APPEAL 01-28-05 14 975-976
NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-06-05 14 1004-1005
NOTICE OF APPEAL TO SUPREME COURT 08-20-01 11 476-477
NOTICE OF APPEAL TO SUPREME COURT 11-07-02 12 503-504
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 08-29-18 9 1737-1738
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 08-31-18 9 1755-1756
NOTICE OF CHANGE IN MAILING ADDRESS 01-17-06 6 997-998
NOTICE OF CHANGE IN MAILING ADDRESS 07-05-18 9 1711-1712
NOTICE OF CHANGE OF MAILING ADDRESS 10-09-18 9 1801-1802
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF DECISION OR ORDER 08-14-01 11 463-472
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 01-26-18 8 1530-1535
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 11-08-18 9 1823-1829
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 11-09-18 9 1833-1837
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 01-04-19 9 1909-1913
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 10-14-03 12 565-569
NOTICE OF STATE’S FAILURE TO FILE POINTS AND 01-24-18 8 1517-1521
AUTHORITIES IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION
TO FORMALLY VACATE JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION
AND TO DISMISS ACTION WITH PREJUDICE DUE TO THE
STATE’S FAILURE TO PROSECUTE
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO PRODUCE 10-22-02 5 932-936

SPECIFICALLY REQUESTED DISCOVERY INFORMATION
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OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ACQUITTAL OR A NEW 10-21-96 3 301-309
TRIAL
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PARTIAL STAY OF 10-22-02 5 927-931
EXECUTION OF SENTENCE
OPPOSITION TO MOTION IN LIMINE 10-02-96 2 216-221
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS 11-27-96 3 322-324
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT 05-11-98 5 885-892
OPPOSITION TO PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO SET AISDE 01-04-18 8 1463-1465
JURY VERDICT
ORDER 08-21-96 2 190-192
ORDER 01-13-97 3 357
ORDER 08-26-97 5 873
ORDER 01-25-18 8 1524-1527
ORDER 02-18-18 8 1581-1583
ORDER 03-05-18 8 1592-1594
ORDER 01-04-19 9 1903-1905
ORDER 05-23-05 14 997-1001
ORDER 03-27-06 14 1046-1047
ORDER 08-17-17 14 1048-1050
ORDER APPOINTING ALTERNATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 11-30-18 9 1881
ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 03-11-04 12 588-590
ORDER APPROVING FEES OF COURT-APPOINTED 10-15-01 15 21
ATORNEY (FAST TRACK APPEAL OF POST-CONVICTION
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS)
ORDER APPROVING FEES OF COURT-APPOINTED 07-02-01 10 162
ATTORNEY (POST CONVICTION PETITION FOR WRIT OF
HABEAS CORPUS)
ORDER DENYING AMENDED PETITION 12-13-04 14 973-974
ORDER DENYING CORAM NOBIS PLEADINGS 11-08-18 9 1815-1819
ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO 10-13-03 12 562-564
FILE A SUCCESSIVE PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)
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PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO 09-13-04 13 721-724
FILE A SUCCESSIVE PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS (POST CONVCITION)
ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT AT PUBLIC 11-12-03 12 581-583
EXPENSE AND SPECIFICATION OF ERROR
ORDER DENYING PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO DISMISS 11-06-18 9] 1809-1811
ACTION BASED ON WANT OF JURISDICTION
ORDER DIRECTING RESPONSE 12-05-17 8| 1459-1460
ORDER FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING APPOINTMENT OF 05-11-00 10 111-113
COUNSEL
ORDER FOR RESENTENCING 08-29-18 9 1732-1734
ORDER FOR RESPONSE AND GRANTING MOTION FOR 03-21-00 10 29-31
LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
ORDER REFERRING DISQUALIFYING QUESTION 02-14-18 8| 1577-1578
ORDER REQUESTING INMATE FINANCIAL CERTIFICATE 04-25-03 5 942-943
ORDER TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 06-12-03 12 548-550
ORDER TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 08-30-04 13 718-720
ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 09-05-18 9| 1794-1795
ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 07-05-00 10 153-155
ORDER TO RESPOND 07-09-18 9| 1713-1715
ORDER VACATING SUBMISSION OF PETITION FOR WRIT 11-09-18 o 1841-1842
OF HABEAS CORPUS
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CORAM NOBIS AND MOTION FOR 03-09-18 8| 1605-1626
JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST 03-08-00 10 1-23
CONVICTION)
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST 04-14-03 12 515-530
CONVICTION)
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (SUCCESSIVE) 07-27-04 12 696-711
(POST CONVICTION)
PETITIONER’S INDEX OF EXHIBIT IN SUPPORT OF 07-27-04 12 591-660

MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE SUCCESSIVE
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS, AND
ALTERNATE, PRESENTENCING MOTION TO SET ASIDE
JURY VERDICT
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DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
PETITIONERS REPLY PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS 05-22-00 10 114-148
CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)
PETITIONERS RESPONSE TO RESPONDENTS OPPOSITION 11-01-02 5 937-941
TO MOTION FOR PARTIAL STAY OF EXECUTION OF
SENTENCE
PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION 11-20-96 15 1-13
PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO DISMISS ACTION BASED 08-30-18 9 1744-1754
UPON WANT OF JURISDICTION
PRE-SENTENCING MOTION TO SET ASIDE JURY VERDICT 10-25-17 6 1024-1063
PROPOSED ORDER OF ACQUITTAL 01-12-18 8 1493-1497
RECEIPT 08-27-97 5 874
RECEIPT 08-28-97 5 875
REPLY TO MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT 05-18-98 5 893-896
REQUEST FOR SUBMISION OF MOTION 11-07-17 8 1457-1458
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-07-05 6 987
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 01-24-18 8 1522-1523
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-21-18 9 1708-1710
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 08-30-18 9 1742-1743
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 09-10-18 9 1799-1800
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 10-29-18 9 1807-1808
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 11-19-18 9 1862-1863
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 04-07-05 6 986
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 10-10-05 6 995
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 01-11-18 8 1484-1485
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 09-26-03 12 560-561
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 07-29-04 12 712
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 12-02-04 14 971
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 12-02-04 14 972
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 02-18-05 14 983-984

10




APPEAL INDEX
SUPREME COURT NO: 77505
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR96-1581

STATE OF NEVADA vs STEVEN FLOYD VOSS

DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION (SECOND 12-13-05 6 996
REQUEST)
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF PETITION 09-26-03 12 558-559
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION TO CHIEF JUDGE 02-16-18 8| 1590-1591
REQUEST FOR VOLUNTARY RECUSAL OF DISTRICT 02-06-18 8| 1563-1566
JUDGE
RETURN 05-05-00 10 35-42
RETURN OF ENF 01-23-18 8| 1515-1516
RETURN OF NEF 10-18-17 6| 1022-1023
RETURN OF NEF 12-05-17 8| 1461-1462
RETURN OF NEF 01-04-18 8| 1466-1467
RETURN OF NEF 01-25-18 8| 1528-1529
RETURN OF NEF 01-26-18 8| 1536-1537
RETURN OF NEF 02-06-18 8| 1553-1554
RETURN OF NEF 02-07-18 8| 1567-1568
RETURN OF NEF 02-09-18 8| 1572-1573
RETURN OF NEF 02-12-18 8| 1575-1576
RETURN OF NEF 02-14-18 8| 1579-1580
RETURN OF NEF 02-16-18 8| 1584-1585
RETURN OF NEF 02-16-18 8| 1588-1589
RETURN OF NEF 03-05-18 8| 1595-1596
RETURN OF NEF 04-12-18 8| 1634-1635
RETURN OF NEF 05-11-18 9] 1706-1707
RETURN OF NEF 07-09-18 9] 1716-1717
RETURN OF NEF 08-16-18 9] 1722-1723
RETURN OF NEF 08-23-18 9] 1730-1731
RETURN OF NEF 08-29-18 9] 1735-1736

11
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PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
RETURN OF NEF 08-29-18 9 1739-1741
RETURN OF NEF 08-31-18 9 1758-1760
RETURN OF NEF 08-31-18 9 1761-1763
RETURN OF NEF 09-04-18 9 1771-1773
RETURN OF NEF 09-05-18 9 1796-1798
RETURN OF NEF 10-23-18 9 1804-1806
RETURN OF NEF 11-06-18 9 1812-1814
RETURN OF NEF 11-08-18 9 1820-1822
RETURN OF NEF 11-08-18 9 1830-1832
RETURN OF NEF 11-09-18 9 1838-1840
RETURN OF NEF 11-09-18 9 1843-1845
RETURN OF NEF 11-20-18 9 1867-1869
RETURN OF NEF 11-20-18 9 1873-1875
RETURN OF NEF 11-29-18 9 1878-1880
RETURN OF NEF 11-30-18 9 1882-1884
RETURN OF NEF 12-11-18 9 1887-1889
RETURN OF NEF 12-18-18 9 1891-1893
RETURN OF NEF 12-18-18 9 1896-1898
RETURN OF NEF 12-27-18 9 1900-1902
RETURN OF NEF 01-04-19 9 1906-1908
RETURN OF NEF 01-04-19 9 1914-1916
RETURN OF NEF 01-09-19 9 1921-1923
RETURN OF NEF 01-17-19 9 1926-1928
RETURN OF NEF 01-24-19 9 1930-1932

12
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SUPREME COURT NO: 77505
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR96-1581
STATE OF NEVADA vs STEVEN FLOYD VOSS
DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
STATE’S OMNIBUS RESPONSE TO “(FIRST AMENDED) 08-23-18 9 1724-1729
MOTION TO CONVERT PROCEEDINGS TO A PETITION
FOR WRIT OF ERROR CORAM NOBIS”; “(FIRST
AMENDED”) PETITION FOR WRIT OF ERROR CORAM
NOBIS”; AND “(FIRST AMENDED) MOTION FOR ORDER
DIRECTING RESPONDENT TO FILE A RETURN TO THE
PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR A WRIT OF ERROR CORAM
NOBIS”
STIPULATION AND ORDER RE: DISCOVERY 07-25-96 2 8-12
SUBPOENA 10-21-96 3 297-298
SUBPOENA 10-21-96 3 299-300
SUBPOENA 05-24-01 10 157
SUPBOENA 10-21-96 3 295-296
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS 05-10-00 10 43-56
CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 04-08-99 5 921
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 01-09-19 9 1918
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 02-14-02 11 487
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 01-13-03 12 508
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENTS 10-10-04 14 970
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENTS 06-23-05 14 1014
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENTS 10-12-05 14 1039
SUPREME COURT NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR 01-24-19 9 1929
SUPREME COURT NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR 09-21-05 14 1037
SUPREME COURT NOTICE TO FILE CASE APPEAL 06-16-05 14 1012
STATEMENT
SUPREME COURT ORDER 12-18-18 9 1894-1895
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING EN BANC 11-01-05 14 1044
RECONSIDERATION
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING MOTION 05-16-06 6 1000
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING MOTION 05-11-18 9 1704-1705
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SUPREME COURT NO: 77505
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR96-1581

STATE OF NEVADA vs STEVEN FLOYD VOSS

DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING MOTION 09-15-05 14 1036
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR 07-06-06 6 1001-1002
RECONSIDERATION
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING MOTION TO RECALL 05-01-06 6 999
REMITTITUR
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION 09-12-05 14 1033-1034
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR 12-27-18 9 1899
REVIEW
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 10-23-18 9 1803
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 09-20-04 13 725-726
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 10-18-04 14 967-969
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 06-03-05 14 1002-1003
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 06-23-05 14 1015-1017
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 09-14-05 14 1035
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 10-12-05 14 1040-1041
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REQUEST 11-15-05 14 1045
SUPREME COURT ORDER DIRECTING ANSWER 01-23-18 8 1513-1514
SUPREME COURT ORDER DIRECTING TRANSMISSION OF 06-23-05 14 1024-1025
RECORD
SUPREME COURT ORDER DIRECTING TRANSMISSION OF 01-17-19 9 1924-1925
RECORD AND REGARDING BRIEFING
SUPREME COURT ORDER DIRECTING TRANSMISSION OF 12-04-03 12 584-585
RECORDS
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 04-08-99 5 923-924
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 04-12-18 8 1633
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 12-18-18 9 1890
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 01-09-19 9 1919-1920
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 01-13-03 12 509-511
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 08-22-05 14 1030-1031
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 10-12-05 14 1042-1043
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SUPREME COURT NO: 77505
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR96-1581
STATE OF NEVADA vs STEVEN FLOYD VOSS
DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
SUPREME COURT ORDER GRANTING PETITION 08-16-18 9 1718-1721
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 02-14-02 11 480-485
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 08-02-04 13 713-717
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 10-18-04 14 961-966
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 04-25-05 14 992-996
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 06-23-05 14 1018-1023
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 10-18-17 6 1021
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 02-12-18 8 1574
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 11-29-18 9 1876
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 11-29-18 9 1877
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 11-10-03 12 580
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 02-07-05 14 982
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-16-05 14 1011
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 07-05-05 14 1026
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 07-29-05 14 1029
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 09-12-05 14 1032
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 04-08-99 5 922
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 01-09-19 9 1917
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 02-14-02 11 486
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 01-13-03 12 512
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 10-18-04 14 960
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 06-23-05 14 1013
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 10-12-05 14 1038
TRANSCRIPT — POST CONVICTION WRIT OF HABEAS 08-03-01| 10,11 163-454
CORPUS - JUNE 8, 2001
TRANSCRIPT OF PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 08-02-96 2 13-185
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SUPREME COURT NO: 77505
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR96-1581
STATE OF NEVADA vs STEVEN FLOYD VOSS
DATE: JANUARY 25, 2019

PLEADING DATE FILED| VOL.| PAGE NO.
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — ARRAIGNMENT — JULY 10-04-96 2 227-233
19, 1996
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — JURY TRIAL (APPEAL) — 01-29-97| 3,4 358-527
OCTOBER 7, 1996
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — JURY TRIAL (APPEAL) — 01-29-97 4 551-702
OCTOBER 8, 1996
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — JURY TRIAL (APPEAL) — 01-29-97| 4,5 703-868
OCTOBER 9, 1996
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — MOTION FOR RELEASE 10-30-96 3 310-317
ON OR — SEPTEMBER 10, 1996
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — MOTION TO CONFIRM 09-16-96 2 200-204
TRIAL — AUGUST 6, 1996
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — MOTION TO SET ASIDE 06-16-98 5 899-905
JURY VERDICT — MAY 20, 1998
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — MOTION TO SET ASIDE 06-18-98 5 906-920
JURY VERDICT — MAY 21, 1998
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — NOVEMBER 27, 1996 — 12-04-96 3 327-349
SENTENCING
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS MOTION TO CONTINUE 10-04-96 2 222-226
TRIAL — SEPTEMBER 3, 1996
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS- SENTENCING — 01-29-97 4 528-550
NOVEMBER 27, 1996
UNUSED VERDICT FORMS 10-10-96 2 243
UNUSED VERDICT FORMS 10-10-96 2 244
UNUSED VERDICT FORMS 10-10-96 2 245
UNUSED VERDICT FORMS 10-10-96 2 246
UNUSED VERDICT FORMS 10-10-96 2 247
UNUSED VERDICT FORMS 10-10-96 2 248
VERDICT 10-10-96 2 237
VERDICT 10-10-96 2 238
VERDICT 10-10-96 2 239
VERDICT 10-10-96 2 240
VERDICT 10-10-96 2 241
VERDICT 10-10-96 2 242
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STEVEN FLOYD VOSS #520 E}
. ELY STATE PRISON s gg

.P,O,_Box._19 L .
_Ely, Nevada‘301 9999 S B A S

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF TH&"STATémq@ NEVADA

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,

VS,

E.K. McDANIEL,et al.,

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

Petitioner,

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
{Post-Conviction)

)
)
)
)
) :
) : (AMENDED)
)
] )
Respondent's., )
/-

Name of institution and county in which you are presently
imprisoned or where and how you are preséntly restrained

of your liberty?: ELY STATE PRISON,COUNTY OF WHITE PINE.

Name and location of the court which entered the judgment

under attack?: SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF NEVADA,

IN AND FOR WASHOE COUNTY NEVADA.

Date judgment of conviction imposed?: NOVEMBER 27,1996.

Case number?: CR96-1581.

Legnth of sentence?: (SIX CONSECUTIVE COUNTS) COUNT ONE,

48-120 MONTHS; COUNT TWO,16-48 MONTHS; COUNT THREE, 16-48

MONTHS; COUNT FOUR, 16-48 MONTHS; COUNT FIVE,16-48 MONTHS;

COUNT SIX, 16-48 MONTHS.

Are you presently serving a sentence for a conviction

other than that under attack in this petition? If "YES"

-list crime, case number and sentence being served at this

time: CASE NUMBER CR97-2077. COUNT ONE, FIRST DEGREE

MURDER; COUNT TWO, FIRST DEGREE KIDNAPPING.

V14. 942
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-7,

10.

11.

12,

13.

14,

15,

16.

(a)

"Naturé of offenses invoIvéd in convictions being

challenged ? : Count One, BURGLARY; Count Two and Three,

UTTERING A FORGED INSTRUMENT; Counts Four and Five,"

FORGERY; Count Six, ATTEMPTED THEFT.

what was your plea ? : NOT GUILTY.

NOT APPLICABE.

If you were found guilty afﬁer a plea of not;guilty,the
finding was made by ? : JURY. _

Did .you testify at trial ? .: NO.

Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction 7 : YES.
If you did appeal,answer the following :

{a) Name of the court : NEVADA SUPREME COURT.

(b) Case number or citation : No.29783

{c) Result : ORDER DIS MISSING APPEAL.

(d) Date of result : March 11,1999,

NOT APPLICABLE.

Other than a direct appeal from the judgment of .conviction
and sentence, have you previously filed anf petitions,
applications or motions with respect to this judgment in
aﬁy court, state or federal ? : YES.

If your answer to No.15 was "YES", give the following

information :

(1) .Name of court : THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF

THE STATE OF NEVADA,WASHOE COUNTY, RENO.

(2) Nature of procedings : MOTION FOR A JUDGMENT OF

AQITTAL OR NEW TRIAL.

(£
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2 GUILTY VERDICTS BEYOND A REASONABLE DbUBT,IHPROPER L
'3 JUROR CONDUCT,
4 (4) Did you receive an eﬁidentiary hearing_on your
5 petition, application or motion ? : YES,
6 (5) Result: MOTION DENIED.
7 ' {6) date of Result : november 27,1996,
8 (7) If known,citations or any writen opinion or date of -
9 orders entered pursuant to such result : NONE. |
10I| (b) (1) Name of court : THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
11 OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, WASHOE COUNTY, RENO.
12 " (2) Grounds raised : COUNT SIX, ATTEMPTED THEFT MUST BE
13 DISMISSED, IT IS NECESSARILY INCLUDED IN COUNT THREE, -
14 UTTERING A FORGED INSTRUMENT. |
15 (3) Nature of proceding :MOTION TO DISMISS. B
16 (4) Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your
17 petition, application or motion :¥YES.
18 (5) Result: MOTION DENIED.
_19 (6) Date of result: Novémber 27,1996,
20“ (7) If known, citations 6r any writen opinion or date of
‘21 orders entered pursuant to such result:NONE,
22 {c) (1) Name of court : THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF
23 THE STATE OF NEVADA,WASHOE COUNTY, RENO.
24 (2) Nature of proceding: MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT, -
% (3) Grounds raised : THE STATE FAILED TO DISCLOSE
% | , MATERTIAL EXCULPATORY EVIDENCE.
21 (4) did you receive an evidentiary heafing on your
o8 o

petition application or motion : YES.

3
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= —-——{5)Result: NON CONCLUSIVE (INCOMPLETE) — "

(6) Date of result: NONE.

(7) If known, citations or any writen opinion or date of

(c-X) (1)

(2)

(3)

orders entered pursuant to such reslt: NO DECISION

WAS EVER RENDERED REGARDING THIS MOTION.

Name of court: PFHE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

OF THE STATE OF NEVADA,WASHOE COUNTY, RENO.

Nature of procedings: PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS

CORPUS (Post-Conviction}

Grounds raised:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(e)

(f)

(9)

(h)

The State failed to disclose Material
Exculpatory Evidence.

The Defendant was exposed to EZnpanaieédiJurorss
in Prison Garb and in. Restraints.

Inpaneled Jurors were allowed to hear comments
concerning Defendant's In-Custody Statis.

Court erred when it failed to reach decision
regarding Motion to Set Aside Verdict.

Counsel provided Ineffective Assistance, when
Counsel failed to consult with Client, to
conduct reasonable investigations, to file
Motion's to Supress Evidence tainted by Illegal
Search and Siezure, and Statements which were
obtained by Custodial Interrogation,

The Sentencing Court erred when it imposed
Sentence which was based in part upon allegations
of Murder which the defendant had not been tried
for.

Trial court failed to suppress Defendant's writen
and video recorded statements which were obtained
by Police through Custodial Interrogation and in

‘the absence of Miranda admonishments and waiver

of Defendants Rights.

The State denied the Defendant a Fair Trial,
when the state included evidence oa trial that
had been obtained without a valid search Warrent.

| o
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(c-XX)

(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

(1)

(2)

(3)

—T) The State denied the Defenddant a Fair Trial,
when The State failed to first demonstrate the
use of Procedural safeguards Effective to Secure
The Defendant's Privilege Against Self Incrination
_ before including The Defendant's statements at
trial.

Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your
Petition,applicatio or Motion ? : YES.

Result: PETITION:- WAS_GRANTED,BUT ONLY SO FAR AS TO
ALLOW FOR A NEW SENTENCING PROCEDING.

Date of result: JUNE 8,2001.

If known, citations of any writen opinion or Qate of
orders entered pursuant to such result: FINDINGS OF
FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND JUDGMENT. FILED ON
AUGUST 9,2001. Notice of entry of Order Filed on
AUGUST 14,2001.

Name of court: UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, DISTRICT
OF NEVADA, RENO, NEVADA.

Nature of proceding: Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus, by person in State custody, Pursuant .to
28 U.S5.C. § 2254,

Grounds raised:

{a) The State failed to present competent evidece at
trial sufficient to prove the state's allegations
beyond a reasonable doubt.Violating 14th Amend,

(b) Court erred, defendant cannot be convicted of
both Count 3 and Count 6 as the offences are
necessarilly included in each other, Vlolatlng
14th Amend.

(c) The State failed to disclose Material Exculpatory
Evidence, the value of which was known to the
State before trial, and the value of which would
have played a significant roll to the defence of
the charges. Violating 14th Amend.

{d) State denied Mr. Voss a Fair Trial when Jurors
were allowed to view him in Prison Garb and in
Physical Restraints during guilt phase of Trial.
Violating 14th Amend.

(e) State denied Mr. voss a fair Trial,when Jurors
were allowed to hear comments concerning his
In-Custody Statis. Viclating 14th Amend.

jen
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9
lo|
11
12
13 H
14
15

(4)

(3)
(6)
{(7)

" without Miranda, admonishments or waiver of rights)

(g)

(h)

Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your
petition, application or motion: NOT AS OF YET, THE

PETITION IS STILL PENDING.

(Fyppointed- eeunsel—wasu+nefﬁect;ve—and-eouns&L4;ﬁ-j

performance fell below an objective standard of
reasonableness, when counsel failed to meet with
Mr. Voss and to engage in meanigfull conversat-
ions regarding the case. Therby, limiting his
ability to conduct reasonable investigations, to
locate potential defense witnes's and to prepare
a reasonably adequate defense to the charges,
counsel refused to allow Mr., Voss any input at
all into his defense which denied Mr.Voss the
defense of his choice, counsel failed to file
Motion's to supress evidence tainted by illegal
search and siezure, writen and recorded video
statements obtained by custodial 1nterrogat10n

counsel failed to object to the admission of the
above illegally obtained evidence and statements
at trial, counsel failed to represent Mr.Voss in
regard to his presentenc1ng investigation and to
his statements given therein, counsel failed to
investigate and to present mitigating ev1dence
at sentecing. Violatign 14th Amend.

Mr. Voss was denied a Fair trial when the state
admitted statements at Trial obtained by Custodial
interrogation, witout demonstration by the State
that Police had employed Procedural Safeguards
Effective to Secure Mr. Voss's rights against
Self- Incrimination and to the assistance of
legal Counsel befor Custodial Interrogation, and
when statements were utillized by the State at
Trial for the purpose of showing untruths in
those statements given in custodlal interrogation
Violating 14 th Amend,

Mr. Voss was denied a Fair Trial, when the State
included evidence at Trial which had been
obtained without valid Search Warrants or w1thout
any Warrant at all. Violating 14th Amend.

Result: N/A
Date of result: N/A
If Known, citations of any writen opinion or date of

orders entered pursuant to such result: N/A.

lon
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Ttd&)y Did-youappeal to the highest stateor federal court having
'jurisdiction, the result or action taken on any pefition
application or motion ? :

(1) First petition, application or motion ? : YES.
(2) Second petition, application or motion , : YES
(3) Third petition, application or motion ? : NO.

! (4) Fourth petition, application or motion ? : YES.

“ (5) Fifth petition, application or motion ? : NO.

b
t
!
|
|
|
© 0 - A o b

16.(e) If you did not appeal from the adverse action on any

10 petition, application or motion, explain briefly why you

11 did not: IN REGARD TO THE. THIRD MOTION FILED, MOTION TO SET
12 ASIDE VERDICT, COUNSEL FAILED TO FOLLOW UP ON MY REPEATED
13 REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION ON THIS MATTER, ASWELL AS TO

14 ADDRESS THE COURT REGARDING IT'S APPEARENT OVERSIGHT IN

15 RESPONDING TO THIS MOTION. THEN IN ﬁEGARD TO THE FIFTH,
16 FEDERAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS; THIS PETITION
17| IS STILL PENDING IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

18 DISTRICT OF NEVADA,

19'

20 17. Has any ground being raised in this petition been previously'
21* presented to this or any other court by way of petition

22 for writ of habeas corpus, motion, application or any

23| other post conviction proceding ? If so idenfify: NONE

24 OF THE GROUNDS SUBMITTED HEREIN HAVE BEEN PREVIOUSLY

poil PRESENTED TO ANY COURT STATE OR FEDERAL.

26‘

27

o )

| ~3
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— T8 If any of the grounds Ilisted im No.23 (al, (b) and (c)

19.

20,

were not previously presented in any other court, state or
federal. List what grounds were not so presented, and

give your reasons for not presenting them:NONE OF THE

GROUNDS PRESENTED HEREIN HAVE BEEN PREVIOUSLY PRESENTED

TO ANY COURT STATE OR FEDERAL, THESE ISSUES WERE NOT

PRESENTED IN DIRECT APPEAL OF THE JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION

AND SENTENCE DUE TO THE INEFFECTIVE REPRESENTATION OF

APPOINTED APPEALANT COUNSEL. SEE, GROUND THREE HEREIN.

THESE ISSUES WERE NOT PRESENTED IN PREVIOUS STATE PETITION

FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS BECAUSE PETITIONER DID NOT HAVE

ACCESS TO PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPTS WHICH DELINIATE

PETITIONERS CLAIMS HEREIN DUE TO APPOINTED COUNSELS

FATILURES TO RESPOND TO PETITIONERS REPEATED REQUEST TO BE

PROVIDED WHITH COPIES OF THE TRANSCRIPTS OF ALL COURT

PROCEDINGS. ASWELL AS BY THE FAILURE OF APPOINTED APPELANT

COUNSEL TO IDENTIFY AND RAISE THESE ISSUES TN A SUPPLEMENT

TO PETITIONER'S PROPER PERSON PETITION AS APPEALANT

COUNSEL COMPLETELY FAILED TO SUPLEMENT MR.VOSS'S PROPER

PERSON PETITION AS COUNSEL WAS ORDERED BY THIS COURT ON

MAY 10,2000. IN ORDER' FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING, APPOINTMENT

OF COUNSEL.

NOT APPLICABLE.

Do you have any petition or appeal now pending in any
court state or federal, as to the judgment under attack ?

YES.

|oo
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lﬂ 21. Give the name of each attorney who ;epresented Ydu in the

2 proceedings resulting in your conviction and on.direct

8 appeal: at trial COTTER _C.CONWAY: on appeal,MARY LOU

4 WILSON, and JENNIFER LUNT.

5 22, Do you have any future sentences to serve after you
.5. complete the sentence imposed by the judgment under attack?

7 XES.

8 23, State concisely every ground on which you claim you are

9 being held unlawfully:

16 (a) Ground one: The State committed Prosecutorial Misconduct
11 and denied Petitioner a Fair Trial in violation of his 14th
12 Amendment Constitutional Gaurantees. When the State

13 knowinly and intentionally introducéd evidentiary exhibits
14 at trial, when the State had specific knowledge that_said.
15 exhibits had been tainted by a prior break in the chain of
16 official evidence custody prior to the admission of said
17 state's exhibits #1 and #29 at trial.

18

19 (b) Ground two: Appointed Trial Counsel committed Ineffective
20 Assistance of Counsel and denied Petitioner his 6th and
91 ~ 14th Amendment rights to Effective Assistance of Couﬁsel,
22 ' and to Fair Trial. when Counsel failed to file pre-trial
23 motion to suppress State's Exhibits #1 and #29, and when
24 Counsel failed to objeét to the admission of said exhibits
25 at trial. Eventhough, Counsel had express knowledge that
26 said exhibits had previously been tainted by a break in

27 ' the chain of official evidence custédy prior to the

98 admission of said exhibits.at trial.

-9-
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26 || Preliminary Examination was conducted in the Reno Justice Court

27
28

(c)

(d)

Statement of facts,Grounds a,b,c and d: On July 15,1996 a

Ground three: Appointed Appellant Counsel committed
Ineffective Assistance of Counsel and denied Petitioner
his 6th and 14th aAmendment rights to effective ASSistanée
of Counsel and to appeal his conviction and sentence.
When Counsel failed to raise on Direct Appeal to the Nevaéﬁ
Supreme Court a claim of Prosecutorial Misconduct and
violation of Petitioner's Substantial Trial Rights,
relative to the State's admission and utilization of
evidence at trial which had previously been tainted by a
break in the chain of official evidence custody prior to
trial and prior to the admission of said tainted exhibits

at trial.

Ground four: Appointed post-Conviction Counsel committed
Ineffective Assistance Of Counsel and denied Petitioner
his 6th and 14th Amendment rights to Effective Assistance
of counsel and Due Process Of Law. When Counsel failed to
supplement Petitioner's proper person Post—Cénviction
Petition For Writ Of Habeas corpus as Ordered by the
District Court, and thereby Counsel failed to raise claims
of Ineffective Assistance Of Trial Counsel and Ineffective
Assistance of Appellant Counsel, aswell as Prosecutorial
Misconduct and Deprivation of Petitioner's Substantial

Trial Rights by the State.

relative to Case no. DA#138461. In the course of these proceedings

it became clearly apparent that State's Exhibits #A and #B, had

~10~ ’
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l“Counsel actually stipulated to the addmission of same.

been misplaced and left unattended. Thereby breaking the chain of

official evidence custody in regard to said State's exhibits.

Eventually, the missing exhibits were presumably relocated.
However, once the exhibits had been located Trial Counsel, Cotter
C.Conway did not engage in any meaningfull examination of the
exhibits to determin their condition or authenticty. Further,

MCounsel did not object to .the re-addmission of the exhibits. In fact

Though, Petitioner was present during the Preliminary

Examination, and Petitioner was within ear-shot of the Court's
comments and those of State and Defense Counsel. Petitioner was not
afforded any opportunity to engage in any of the Courts discussion.
Eventhough, the effected exhibits were refered to as Exhibits #A
and #B, there was no open discussion regarding exactly which
evidentetiary items were effected. That is the exhibits were not

|
refered to by there physical discriptions. Additionally, at no time

including in the course of the Preliminary Examination was

Petitioner ever provided with any sort of index referencing exacﬁly
which evidentiary items State's Exhibits #A and #B, applied to.
Further, none of the Exhibits admitted during Preliminary
ﬁxamination were published to Petitioner for his viewing. Therefore,
Petitioner was left completely unaware that State's Exhibits #A and
| #8, represented key evidentiary items, and that said exhibit
numbers applied specifically to: one (1)} “"Settlement Check" #4248,
drawn on the Checking account of Burgess North American Moving and
Storage Company; and one "Personal Checkﬁ #563, drawn on the

[| cChecking account of Beverly Ann baxter, Further, Petitioner was

not apprised of the very significant value of said evidence as it
-11-
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I1applied to the states allegations, nor was Petitioner advised of
rules -of evidence, chain of custody or admisibility of evidence, or
"Exhibits #A and #B, based upon the aforementioned break in the chain

1

2

3 ||of his right to challenge the validity and authenticity of State's
4"

5 of official evidence custody.

§, Furthermore, Trial Counsel, Cotter C.Conway failed to move the
7 Trial Court to Suppress the aforementioned evidentiary exhibits

‘8 which were admitted at trial as State's Exhibits #1 and #29,

9 Eventhough Counsel had specific-express knowledgé of the prior

10 break in the chain of evidence custody regarding State's Exhibits

11 ([ #1 and #29,(aka, State's Exhibits #a and #B) Counsel did not even
12 i object to the addmission of said State's Exhibits at trial. In fact
13 Counsel actually stipulated to the admission of these highly

14 predudicial exhibits ay trial. Additionally, Counsel did not move
15 || the Court to inform State's witnesses of the break in the chain of
16 evidence custody regarding said State's exhibits prior to witness

17 || identification of said state's exhibis. In order that said state's
18 || witnesses could make informed and objective determinations regarding
19 || the validity and Authenticity of State's Exhibits #1 and #29 prior
90 || to giving testimony regarding said evidentiary exhibits at trial.
9 || Further, Counsel did not prepare or submit to the Court any Special
929 || Jury Instructions regarding the break in the chain of official
23 || evidence custody, such‘as:

24 | (1) If the jury concludes that the chain of official evidence

25 custody had been broken prior to trial, that the jury was not
26 required to consider State's Exhibits #1 and #29 to. be valid
27“ or authentic.

28 || (2) That a break in the chain of official evidence custody regarding

~12-
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cause" appearing, that -an evidentiary hearing would be required in

" file such a supplemenf with the Court, and eventhough, Counsel had

. - . - ,.:‘ R . e L e

State's Exhibits #1 and #29 could in certain ci;cumstanqes
establish reasonable doubts sufficient to aquit.

Appointed Appellant counsel, Mary Lou Wilson and Jennifer
Lunt failed to raise within Direct Appeal of Petitioner's
conviction and sentence to the Nevada Supreme Court, claims of
Prosecutorial Misconduct and Deprivation Of fetitioner's
Substantial Trial Rights. Stemming from the inclusion at trial of
State's Exhibits #1 ans #29. Which had previously been tainted by
a break in the chain of official evidence custody eventhough
Appellant Counsei had moved the Court to be provided with at
public expense copies of all relevant Court Transcripts. Which
included a certified copy of the Preliminary Hearing.Transcript.

On May 11,2000, the District Court determined that "good

the matter of Petitioer’'s Post-Conviction Petiion For Writ Of
Habeas Corpus, filed with the Court on march 9,2000. The Court
furthgr ordered that Scott W.Edwards, would be appointed as
Post-Conviction Counsel to represent Petitioner in regard to his
petition. Additionally, the Court Ordered Counsel to file a
supplement ‘to the Petitioner's proper person petition, howeVer,-
Counsel never filed such a supplement. Eventhough, Counsel had

on several occasions related to Petitioner Counsel's intention to

been provided with a certified copy of the Preliminary Examination
Transcript, Counsel completely failed to raise Petitioner's
present claims within such supplement, Further, during the course
of initial communications between Counsel aﬁd petitiocner, Counsel

had specifically expressed a need to supplement Petitioner's

13-
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broper person petition. Specifically, during consultations takiné'
place’'at the Lovelock Correctional Center on October 30,2000
Counsel related that he perceived particular errors which occurred
during the Preliminary Examination which Counsel claimed that he
would raise in his supplement to the petition.

Petitioner, submits that trial Counsel Cotter C.Conway's
Failure to move fq suppress and otherwise object to the addmission
of State's Exhibits #1 and #29 at trial; Counsel's failure to move
the Trial Court to intruct or aprise State's witnesses of the break
in the chain of evidence custody regarding State's Exhibits #1 and
#29, prior to the witnesses identification of those exhibits at
trial; and Counsel's failure to prepare and to put forth Special
Jury instructions to the Court. Not only demonstrate a deficiency
in Counsel's performance but that Counsel's deficeint performance
prejudiced Petitioner to such a dégree that Counsel was not.acting
as Counsel gauranteed by the 6th Amendment. because Counsel's |
performance fell below an objective standard of reasonableness in
relation to recognized professional norms. In fact counsel's
peformance was so deficient as to deny Petitiomer a fair trial by
denying Petitioner his Substantial Trial Rights as gauranteed bf
the 14th Amendment to the United States Constitution, and has
resulted in a jury verdict not wothy of confidence.

Similarly, the inclusion of tainted evidence by the State
through the Prosecuter, (DDA) Egan Walker directly deprived the
Petitioner of his Substantial Trial rights by not providing
State's witnesses with pertainent information regarding evidence
custody issues which would have allowed saia witnesses to make a

more thourough and objective analysis of State's Exhibits #1 and

14 © V14. 955
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#29 prior to their identification at trial of said exhibits.
Further, the State Deprived the Petitioner of a fair trial when
the state failed to bring the issues of evidece custody to the
attention of the jury, as issues concerning the validity or
authenticty of the Exhibit were issues necessary for thé jury
to consider in reaching a verdict. Further, the issue should
have been brought to the-attention of the Trial Court so that
the trial Court could have assesed the admissibility of the
State's Exhibits #1 and #29 prior to trial and thereby allowing
the Court to enter any necessary instructions to State's witnesses
prior to identification of said exhibits aswell as any necessary
instructions or admonishments to the jury regarding said exhibits
and the break in the chain of evidence custody effecting same.
These failures on the part of the state amount to Prosecutorial
Misconduct and have deprived the Petitioner of his Substantial
Trial Rights, and have denied Petitioner a Fair Trial through tﬁé
State's undermining of the adversarial process. Resulting in an
inherently unfair proceeding and resulting in a jury verdict not
worthy . ofrconfidence.

Petitioner further submits that Appelant Counsels failure
to raise claims of Prosecutorial Misconduct and Deprivation of
Petitioner's Subétantial Trial Rights constitutes Ineffective
Assistance on the part of Appellant Counsel Mary Lou Wilson, and
Jennifer Lunt because counsel failed to raise all cognizant
issues on direct appeal even after being provided with the
necessary resources to identify, prepare and to perfect the

present issues on direct appel from the conviction., These facts
-15-
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demonstrate not only a dificiency in Appellant Counsels per formance
but also "Actual Prejudice”" to Petitioner by denying Petitioner
his Due Process Right to pursue all cognizant claims on direct
appeal of his conviction and sentence. fhus, Counsel's performance
fell far short of an objective standard of reasonableness in
relation to all applicable professional norms. It is the duty of
Appellant Counsel’to research the (complete) record, and to
identify all cognizant claims and then prepare and perfect all
cognizant claims within a Statement 0f Claims On Appeal, and within
a Fast Track Statement or Openiﬁg Brief, on Direct Appeal of the
conviction and/or sentence to the Nevada Supreme Court. As
Counsel's failure to present all éognizant claims on Direct Appeal
could conceivably, and would likely bar Petitioner from raising
such claims iﬂ subsequent proceedings.

Eetitionér further submits that Post-Conviction Counsel,
Scott W.Edwards failure to Supplement Petitioner's proper person
Post-Conviction petition‘For Wwrit Of Habeas Corpus, as Ordered by
the District Court, aswell as Counsel's failure to present the
present claims within such supplemental petition c&nstitute
Ineffective Assistance of Counsel. These facts demonstrate not
only a mere deficiency in Appellant Counsel's performance but also
"Actual Prejudice" to Petitioner by denyiné Petitioner his Due
Process Right to pursue all cognizant claims Qithin a Post-
Conviction Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus. Thus,'Counsel's
performance fell below an objective standard of reasonablenéss in
relation to applicable professional norm. It is the absolute duty
of Post—Conviction%Counsél;tgadiligéntly:avécatextheeEetitfoner's

interests in.regard to the matters before the Court. Siﬁilarly,
~16- '
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Counsel has an absolute duty to fully comply with the dictates of

any and all Orders of the Court. Including those wich particularly]
direct Counsel to take a specific action on the part of his cliént.
Such as when the Court Ordered Counsel to Supplement Petitioner's
proper person petition. Counsel's failure to comply with said '
Court Order is completely impalpable, and Counsel's failure to
supplement the petition with all cognizant claims could conceivably]
and likely would bar Petitioner from raising such claims in
subsequent proceedings.

The Petitioner further submits that the instant petition is
in compliance with applicable Nevada Revised Statutes, NRS 34.724,
NRS 34.726, NRS 34,800 and NRS 34.810, Petitioner hereby asserts
that he has plead '"good cause" and "Actual Prejudice"” sufficient

to excuse his instant out of time and successive Post-Conviction

Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus, within his Motion For Leave Of

Court To File {aAmended) Successive Pétition For Writ Of Habeas
Corpus (Post-Conviction), submitted contemporaniously with the
instant petition. Petitioner herby by reference herein
incorporates his Motion For Leave Of Court To File A Successive
(Amended) Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus, Herein,
WEREFORE, Petitioner prays that this Honorable Court will
grant him the relief to which he may be entitled in this proceeding
EXECUTED, at the Ely State Prison, on this !l h day of

October 2004.

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS #52094
Petitioner,pro per.

Ely State Prison
P.0O.Box 1989

Ely, Nevada 895301-9999

~17-
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VERIFICATION

Under penalty of purjury, the undersigned declares that he
is the Petitioner named in the foregoing petition and knows the
contenté thereof; that the pleading is true of his own knowledge,’
exXcept as to those matters stated upon information and belief, :

and as to such matters he. beleives them to be true.

By: WJ%—K(—-—N—'
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,pro per,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY U.S5.MAIL

I, STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, hereby certify pursuant to N.R.C.P.
5(b), that on this H +# day of octber 2004, 1I,mailed a true
and correct copy of the foregoing, Post-Conviction Petition For
Writ Of Habéas Corpus, addressed to:

E.K McDANIEL, WARDEN
Ely State Prison

P.0. Box 1989
Ely,Nevada 89301-9999

. BRIAN SANDOVAL

Nevada . Attorney General
100 North Carson Street
Carson City, Nevada 89701-4714

" RICHARD A. GAMICK

Washoe County District Attorney

" P.0.Box 11130

Reno, Nevada 89520-0027

s aal
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,pro per.

-18-
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA Rl fa Lo D
s TS A
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 42307;(%4 oct 18 ¥
Appellant, ' - o }W’n‘ UHGT\H-JR.
VS. o ROMAL-
THE STATE OF NEVADA, District Court Case No. - CR961581
Respondent. By

4145
TAMC

REMITTITUR

rO: Ronald A. Longtin Jr., Washoe District Court Clerk
Jursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: October 13, 2004

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

By: i, Qﬁh‘ QQ A
Chief Deguty Clerk

cc. Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick

Steven Floyd Voss

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the Stats

REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on
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="%° | STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 42307

= ., | Appellant, .

=585 vs, T

=2"3, | THE STATE OF NEVADA, ? ?.. ED

= gavy i Respondent. )
JUL 2 7 2008

ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE Cf e;‘kgmmﬁ Mﬁ?ﬁsﬁ% asm
B TR DERUTY CLETK

This is a proper person appeal from an order of the district
court denying a post-conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus.
Second Judicial District Court, Washoe County; Steven P. Elliott, Judge. '

On November 27, 1996, the district court convicted appellant,
pursuant to a jury verdict, of one count of burglary, two counts of uttering
a forged instrument, two counts of forgery, and one count of attempted
theft. The district court sentenced appellant to serve consecutive terms
totaling 128 months to 360 months in the Nevada State Prison. This court

dismissed appellant's appeal from his judgment of conviction.!

Voss v. State, Docket No. 29783 (Order Dismissing Appeal, March
11, 1999).
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On March 9, 2000, appellant filed a post-conviction -petition for
a writ of habeas corpus. On August 9, 2001, after conducting an
evidentiary hearing, the district court denied appellant's j)etition in part
and granted appellant's petition in part.? This court affirmed the &rder of
the district court on appeal.3 _

On April 14, 2003, appellant filed a proper person motion for
leave to file a successive habeas corpus petition and a second poStT
conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The district court denied

~appellant’s motion and petition. This appeal followed.

Appellant's petition was successive because he had previously
filed a post-conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus and that petition

was - decided on the merits.4 Therefore, appellant's petition was

2The district court determined that a new sentencing hearing was
appropriate. The record on appeal before this court does not contain any
documents relating to the new sentencing hearing.

3Voss v. State, Docket No. 38373 (Order of Affirmance, January 17,
2002).

1See NRS 34.810(1)(b)(2); NRS 34.810(2).
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procedurally barred absent a demonstration of good cause and actual
prejudice.5

Appellant claimed that he had good cause because he only
learned of new claims for relief when he filed a federal petition for a wrnit
of habeas corpus and received a copy of the exhibits used during the
trial—particularly the transcript for the pfeliminary hearing. He claimed
that his review of the preliminary hearing transcript revealed a chain of
evidence problem. He claimed that he could not have known abouf this
claim with the exercise of reasonable' diligence prior to the filing of the
instant petition.

Based upon our review of the record on appeal, we conclude
that the district court did not err in determining that appellant failed to
demonstrate good cause to excuse his successive petition. THe claims
raised in the instant petition relate to the preliminary hearing, and thus,
could have been raised in the prior habeas corpus petition. Appellant was
present at the preliminary hearing when the alleged error occurred. Thus;
his claim that he could not have known about the claim prior to receiving

the transcript is without merit. Appellant failed to otherwise demonstrate -

5See NRS 34.810(1)(b); NRS 34.810(3).
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that he was unable to raise the claims earlier. Therefore, we affirm the
order of the district court denying appellant's petition.

Having reviewed the record on appeal and for the reasons set
forth above, we conclude that appellant is not entitled to relief and that

briefing and oral argument are unwarranted.® Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED.?

;\_2-34 . d.
Rose

Douglas \

6See Luckett v. Warden, 91 Nev. 681, 682, 541 P.2d 910, 911 (1975).

"We have reviewed all documents that appellant has submitted in
proper person to the clerk of this court in this matter, and we conclude
that no relief based upon those submissions is warranted. To the extent.
that appellant has attempted to present claims or facts in those
submissions which were not previously presented in the proceedings
below, we have declined to consider them in the first instance.
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- Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge

Steven Floyd Voss

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADAg PR 3: 25

:%%%E‘Eg RONALD e LTHETEN JR
=78 | STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 43307

! =:.8 | Appellant,

= §§§ vs.

= £° | THE STATE OF NEVADA,

' £ %, | Respondent. F E L E D
=53 SEP 17 208
=85a5 ORDER DENYING REHEARING <

JANE TV M. BLGOM

CLERK UPBEME C il
BV P DEPUTY CLERK
. . 1
Rehearing denied.! NRAP 40(c).

It is so ORDERED.

Maupin

JAS ,  d.
Douglas

In Sullivan v, State, 120 Nev. __, _ P.3d __ (2004), this court
recently held that claims that could have been previously presented in a
timely post-conviction petition could not be considered timely under NRS
34.726 merely because they were filed within one year of the entry of an
amended judgment of conviction. Thus, appellant's petition below was not
only successive, but under our holding in Sullivan, appellant failed to
demonstrate good cause to overcome the time bar set forth in NRS 34.726.
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cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
 Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
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District Court

ph Iy
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA (" }l. A
iy ocT 18 P32
' $Z ZpTEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 42307, 5, 10146 T JR.
*4ppellant, G AR
VS,
JE STATE OF NEVADA, District Gourt Case No. CR9E153 Nt
tespondent.
> CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
[
3J
- £8.3TATE OF NEVADA, ss.

, Janette M. Bloom, the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of
Nevada do hereby certlfy that the following is a full, true and correct copy of the Judgment in this
matter. :

JUDGMENT

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged and decreed,
as follows: "ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED."

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 27th day of July, 2004:
JUDGMENT

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged and decreed
as follows: "Rehearing denied.”

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 17th day of September, 2004.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, | have subscribed my name and affixed
the seal of the Supreme Court at my Office in Carson City,
Nevada, this 13th day of October, 2004,

Janette M. Bloom, Supreme Court Clerk

By: )
Chief Depaity Clerk

V14. 970



\V14. GFAVEN FLOYD VOSS #52094
ELY STATE PRISON

P.0. Box 1989 E I .
Ely, Nevada 89301 1989 ’

!}‘“" L il E
; F“bi -
P No. __CR96-P-1581-f el f}
E %ﬁl—ﬁm Dept. No. 9
‘] Eggg NEPUTY
iEE E:,
=5, Second Judicial District Court
=dnih State of Nevada, Washoe County
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,
-ERR
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION
¥S.
E.K.McDaniel, et al., OF MOTION

Respondent's

Pty

It is requested that the motion for _Feconcideration of Motion for leave to

file Successive Petition, alternate pre-sentencing motion to set

aside verdict, and motion for reasignment.

, which was filed on the 22tP_ day

of _September , 2004 i1 the above-entitled matter be submitted to

the Court for decising.
| .y
Petitioner

The undersigned atgmmrey certifies that a copy of this request has been mailed to all counsel of record.

DATED this_24th g, of _ November . 2004

SYeven Fovd Voss  Zrmerr e
Mner, pro:per.

JUD 506 (Rev 11 90)
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DC-95@00026740-017

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS (D1B 1 Page
12/02/2004 D4 26 PM

Second Judicial District Court

52 State of Nevada, Washoe County
- %g‘“ STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,
PR,
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION
vs OF MOTION

E.K.McDaniel, et al.,
Respondent's.

it

It is requested that the motion for __eave of Court to file (AMENDED)

Successive Post-Conviction Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus

, which was filed on the _15th day

of __ October

, 2004  in the above-entitled mattei' be submitted to

the Court for decision.
Petitioner
The undersigned ey certifies that a copy of this request has been mailed to ail counsel of record.

DATED this _24th _ gay of _November . 2004

Steven Floyd Vos< %L/ L
' Ao

Petitioner, pro per

JUD 506 (Rev 11 g0)
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

XKk
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,
CASE NO:  CR96-P-1581-A
VS,
DEPT. NO.: 10
E.K. MCDANIEL, et al,
Respondent. /

ORDER DENYING AMENDED PETITION \

The Court has read and considered Petitioner's Motion For Leave Of Court To File
(Amended) Successive Post-Conviction Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus, filed October
15, 2004.

A request for Rehearing has already been denied by the Nevada Supreme Court as
of September 17, 2004. This Court finds no legal justification upon which to allow leave to
file an Amended Petition.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Petitioner’s Motion For Leave
Of Court To File (Amended) Successive Post-Conviction Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus
is DENIED.

DATED this ZZ 2 day of December, 2004.

STEVEN P. ELLIOTT
District Judge

-1- V14. 973
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the

State of Nevada, in and for the County of Washoe and that on this date I deposited for

mailing a copy of the foregoing document addressed to:

Brian Sandoval

Nevada Attorney General
100 North Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701-4714

Richard A. Gamick

Washoe County District Attorney
P.O. Box 11130

Reno, NV 89502-0027

Steven Floyd Voss
Ely State Prison
P.0O. Box 1989

Ely, NV 89301-9999

DATED this é day of December, 2004.

Thed

AEIDI HOWDEN

Judicial Assistant

‘V14. 974




{ ' .
Vb 75| srmven momggees ss2094()R| GINAL@
AN ELY STATE pr4lON J

P.O. Box #1989
Ely, Nevada 89301-9999

1
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE
2
| .
8 | STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, ) Case No. CR96-01581
i T EE ) =2
| = 28RS PETITIONER, ) Dept. No. 10
o
=8 ) -
. Eg(\lr Vs. ; i_.;f
= Ded = e
| _F:Eggr;; STATE OF NEVADA, ) NOTICE OF APPEAL —, &I -
=T ) - B IR
= 31 RESPONDENT, ) =W ~J
= gLz, / C O
= a8 5; r ~
! Eé’;t‘-g -
=i i} NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, the
=—F4F]
. U“?fb Petitioner above named, hereby appeals to the Supreme Court of
11 | the State of Nevada from the Order entered in this action on
12 || December 10,2004, RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,
13

DATED this EfrJ\ day of Janruary 2004.

14 .
Byg;éé%ézgzaf;¢{7ﬂéék{,

15
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner Pro Per,

17 - ).C Sl e—
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MATL

1
2
8 I, STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Petitioner/Appellant in the instant
4 || action, certify pursuant to N.R.A.P. 25 (1){d), that on this.
51. ?g*réi-day of Janruary 2004, I mailed a true and correct copy of
6 |l the forgoing, NOTICE OF APPEAL addressed to:
7 GARY HATLESTAD (DDA)
Washoe County District Attorney
8 Appellant Division
, P.O. Box #11130
9 Reno, Nevada 89520-0027
10
11 \ d %-_—‘
12 ><—”£ —7£j9//
13 ' By: il
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS #52094
14 ELY STATE PRISON
P.O. Box #1989
15 Ely, Nevada 89301-9999
16
17
18
19
20
21
2
23
24
25
26
27
28
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STEVEN FLOYD@ROSS #52094 Q!(\
§ ELY STATE ;uon n TS E'IINAL.

P.0O. Box #1989 Dor T e
Ely, Nevada 89301-9999

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

1
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE
2 —
g8 || STEVER FLOYD vOSS, ) Case Ro. CR96-01 = =
,»;_'T:a AED, ) J_; %; -vﬂ-qi
=P8 PETITIONER, ) Dept. Ro. 10 " " e
"EEQ‘?PS ) - g s
%55% Vs, ) : :'-q'ﬂwj
| =258 ) CASE APPEAL STA oo i
(S5 | stare or wevaoa, ) N
=30 ) _ R
= z° RESPONDENT, ) < 9
= & ;
= g5 /
| Sk .
’§§§_§3 1. Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement: Steven
el a
'_“_bEESF Floyd Voss.
11} 2. Identify the judge issuing the decision,judgment,or order '
12 || appealed from: Honorable Steven P. Elliot.
13| 3. Identify all parties to the proceedings in the district court
14 (the use of et al. to denote parties is prohibited): Steven Floyd
15 || Voss, Petitioner, VS. The State of Nevada, Respondent, represented
16 | by Washoe County District Attorney.
17} 4. Identify all parties involved in this appéal (the use of et al
18 to denote parties is prohibited): Steven Floyd Voss, Petitioner,
19| VS. The State of Nevada, Respondent.
20j 5. Set forth the name,law firm, address,and telephone number of
21 all counsel on appeal and identify the party or pérties whom they
22| represent: Steven Floyd Voss,Ely State Prison,P.0., Box #1989,Ely,
23 || Nevada 89301-9999, {Telephoiie#N/A), Appellant,Pro Per. District
24 | Attorney of Washoe County, P.0. Box #30083,Reno,Nevada 89520-3083,
2 ||' (775)328-3200, represents Respondent.
26 6. Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or
27 retained counsel in the district court: Appellant was not
28 | representéd by counsel in the:district court,
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7. 1Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or

‘retained counsel on appeal: Appellant is not represented by

-counsel,

8. 1Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed.in:
forma pauperis, and the date of entry of the district court order

granting such leave: Appellant was granted leave to proceed in

forma pauperis on June 12,2003.

9. Indicate the date the proceedings commenced in the district
court {e.g., date complaint,indictment,information,or petition

was filed): Petition for Writ of habeas Corpus (post-Conviction)

was filed on April 14,2003. RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

DATED this Egkﬁs day of Janruary 2004,

w:@%f 5_44

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Appellant,Pro Per,
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL
2

8 I, STEVEN FLOYD V0SS, Petitioner/Appellant in the instant
4|l action, certify pursuant to_N.R.A.P, 25 (1)(d), that on this
5 Eiwft day of Janruvary 2004 I mailed a true and correct copy of
¢ || the forgoing, -CASE APPEAL STATEMENT addressed to:
7 GARY HATLESTAD (DDA)

Washoe County District Attorney
8 Appellant Division ’
P.O. Box #11130
9 Reno, Nevada 89520-0027
10
11 X
12 1;%25%526 EZZ" -
13 By:
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS #52094
14 ELY STATE PRISON
P.O,. Box #1989

15 Ely, Nevada 89301-9999
16
17
18
19
20

21
22

23

24

25

26

27

28
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2 “ILED
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% %3% IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 8 3 VADA
= 82 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE
% ;é%é STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
E;%%%%‘ Appellant, Case No. CR96P1581A
fm?:( vs.v Dept. No. 10
12 {| THE STATE OF NEVADA,
13 Respondent.
14 /
1 CERTIFICATE OF CLERK
16 | hereby certify that the enclosed documents are certified copies of the
17 1| original pleadings on file with the Second Judicial District Court, in accordance with the]
'8 || Nevada Rules of Appellate Procedure, NRAP 3(e).
19 Dated this 2 day of February, 2005. . _
20 RONALD A. LONGTiN:-JR:, Clerk of Court
21 S s ,
22 By: ‘
23 -
24 i }p
25
26
27
28
V14. 980
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,

Appellant, Case No. CR96P1581A
VS. Dept. No. 10
THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL
| hereby certify that the enclosed Notice of Appeal and other required
documents (certified copies pursuant to NRAP 3(e)), were delivered to the Second Judicial
District Court mail room for transmittal to the Nevada Supreme Court.
Dated this 2 day of February, 2005.
RONALD A. LONGW,QR; Clerk of Court

&'t-‘.
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% SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
g OFFICE OF THE CLERK
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 44637
Apf:’"a"t' District Court Case No. CRS601581
THE STATE OF NEVADA, .
T maE nRespondent
(= E5ESy =
= o3
| =420 - T
=58 €7 e
= 3us co
E g8 =R
= E&r o I
| =E83350.  Steven Floyd Voss #52004

-

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Ronald A. Longtin Jr., District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed the following:

02/04/05 Filing Fee Waived: Criminal.

02/04/05 Filed Certified Copy of proper person Notice of Appeal.
Appeal docketed in the Supreme Court this day.

DATE: February 04, 2005
Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

By: ., S
Deputy Clerk
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STEVEN FLOYD VOSS #52094

FILED
ELY STATE PRISON

P.0O.-BOX 1989 005FEB 18 PH 2: 40
Ely, Nevada 89301-1989

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE. . COUNTY OF WASHOE .

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,. Case No. CR%6-P-1581-4

Petitioner, Dept.No. 9 (Chief Judge)

VS.

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION

E.K. McDANIEL, et.al.,
OF MOTION

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Respondent’'s. }

COMES NOW, STEVEN FLOYD V0SS, Petitioner in the above
entitled action and hereby requests~th§t his proper berson MOTION
REQUESTING RECONSIDERATION OF MOTION'FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE A
SUCCESSIVE POST-CONVICTION PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS, OR
ALTERNATIVE, PRE-RESENTENCING MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT, UPON
THE MERITS OF PETITIONER'S CLAIMS, and REQUEST FOR REASSIGNMENT
OF MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE A SUCCESSIVE PETITION FOR
WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS, OR ALTERNATIVE, PRE-RESENTENCING MOTION TO
SET ASIDE VERDICT TO CHIEF JUDGE FOR RE-HEARING UFPON THE MER;TS ~
OF THE PETITION/MOTION, which was filed on the 29th day of
September 2004, in the above entitled matter be submitted to the

Court for decision. The undersigned certifies that a copy of the

foregoing has been mailed to all counsel of record.

DATED this Z 7% day of February 2005, By: %ﬂ- 7 ﬂz_.

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,pro per.

V14. 983
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. CEMPIFICATE OF SERVICE BY U.S.WPIL

'

I, STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, hereby certify pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(b),
that on this [Y" day of February 2005, I,mailed a true and
correct copy of the forgoing motion for reconsideration, and request
for re-assignment to Chief Judge, addressed to:

RICHARD GAMICK

Washoe County District Attorney
P.0O. Box 11130

Reno, Wevada 89520-0027

BRIAN SANDOVAL

Nevada Attorney General

100 North Carson Street

Carson City, Nevada 89701-4714

Byzﬂ-égéé%éZééﬁii2ébﬂ-
STEVEN FLOYD V0SS,
Petitioner,pro per.

V14. 984
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE |

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, | Sup. Ct. Case No. 44637
- Appellant, ' Case No. CR¥P1581A
v | Dept. No. 10
THE STATE OF NEVADA, |
Respondent,

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK — RECORD ON APPEAL
| hereby certify that the enclosed documents are certified copies of the original pleadlngs
on.file with the Second Judicial District Court, in accordance with the Revised Rules of

Appellant Procedure Rule D(1).

Dated: March 17, 2005 o
Ronald Longtin, Jr., Court Clerk

ppeals Clerk
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE .

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Sup. Ct. Case No. 44637

vs Appellant, Case No. CR94P1581A

Dept. No. 10
THE STATE OF NEVADA, '
- Respondent,

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL — RECORD ON APPEAL
I hereby certify that the enclosed Record on Appeal volumes and other required
documents (certified copies), were delivered to the Second Judicial District Court mailroom

system for transmittal to the Nevada Supreme Court.

Dated: March 17, 2005 Ronald Longtin, Jr., Court Clerk

o [\v/)z&’/p

Cathy epler Appeals Clerk
(775) 328-3114
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAT, DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

THE STATE OF NEVADA, ) CASE NO. CR96-1581

. ) : ‘
Plaintiff, )
. ) MOTION FOR COMPLETE UN-REDACTED
) TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC '
) 'EXPENSE.
)
)
}
/

VS.

Defendant.

COMES NOW, Defendant, STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, by and through
his proper“ﬁerson, and hereby moves this Honorable Court for an
Order granﬁing him completé unsensored or redacted Triai Transcript
at public expense for preparatibn of re-hearing brief on appeal of -
his conviction and sentence to the Nevada Supreme Court.

This motion is made and predicated upon the attached poihts
and authorities, and all papers and pleadings, presently on file.
Including Defendant's prior Motion For Trial Transcript At Public

Expense, filed Janwaryv 7,1997 and this Court's Order, filed

r January 13,1997,

/17
11
111

V14. 987
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1 STATEMENT OF FACTS

2

3 On Janruary 7,1997 the Defendant by and through his-Counsel
- 4| of record submitted é ﬁotion For Trial Transcripts At Public

5|l Expense.

[ On January 13,1997 the Court entered an Order granting the

l 7 Defendant at public expense, copies of the Trial Transcripts,
8 excluding Jury Selection.
9 On January 2?,1997 the Trial Transcripts were transcribed by

10 Randi Lee Walker; CSR #137. However, the record was not

'11 transcribed in it's intirety. As in compliance with with the

12 .Court's Order Randi Lee Walker omittgd the Jury Selection portion
13 of the record from the transcript. Furthermore, and for reaéons
14 unknown to the Defendant, Randi Lee Walker also ommitted additional
15 || and essential elements of the trial record from the transcripts.

16 Specifically, all Jury Instructions, Law, and all Special Limiting

17 Instructions and Admonishments were ommitted f;om the transcript

18 || aswell.

19

‘20 POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

21

2 The Defendant asserts that present Federal Law has made a&an

23 || appeal from a judgment of conviction in a criminal case a matter'
24 || of riéht. See, Coopledge v, U.S5.,82 S.Ct 917,918 (1962)

25 If a state has created appelate courts as an integral part of

26 || 2@ system for finally adjudicating the guilt or innocence of a
97 || defendant, the procedures used in deciding appeals must comport

28“ with the demands of the Due Process and Equal Protection clauses

_2- :
V14. 988
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of the United States Constitution, See, EvittsAv. Lucey, 105 S.Ct.

830,834 (1985). The State of Nevada has further provided
defendant's convicted of criminal offenses a right to Direct
Appeal, as a matter of Etatute. See, NRS 177.015.

A Trial Transcript is a prereduisite to appellate review, and‘
is necessary in virtually all cases for ardefendant to present an
appeal in a form suitable for appealate review and consideratioﬁ
upon the merits. See, Evitts, supra at 833.

Based upon this requirement the Defendant asserts that he is.‘
entitled to a coﬁﬁlete, unsensored and redacted copy of the Trial
Transcript, in order to identify, develope, prepare and to perfect
all applicable appelate issues, and that he is intitled to more
than just a mere redacted version of the trial record which only

amounts to mere excerpts of the actual proceedings.

Therefore, the Defendant asserts two claims of error regarding
The record as transcribed:

(a) The Trial Court erred when it limited the transcribed
record of trial proceedings, and specifically Ordered
that the record of jury seléction be excluded from the
transcribed record and from being made available to
the Defendant. Which, impared the Defendant's ability
to explore, develope, prepare and to perfect an effective
direct appeal, which included all applicable appelate
issues. 1Including those of juror Bias.

(b) The Court's Reprter erred when she failed to transcribe
the complete trial record, and when the "Reporter"
failed to include Jury Instructions, Law, and Special

-3-

V14. 989
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Limiting Instructions and Jury Admonishments from the Certified
Trial. Transcripts. Which impared the Defendant's ability to

explore, develope, prepare and to perfect an effective direct

appeal, which included\all applicable appelate issues. Including

issues regarding Juror Error, Juror Bias, Sufficiency of Evidence,

Relivancy and Admissibility of Evidence, and. Questions concerning

> Oen b e o

Defendant's Theory of the .case &rd Jury Intructions thereupon.

Additionally, which further limited the Defendant's ability to

0w oo -3

explore,develope, prepare and to perfect his Petition For Writ Of

10 Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction).

11

12 CONCLUSTON

13

14 Petitioner, is entitled to an Order which grants him fully
15 complete and un-sensored Trial Transcripts. Which include Jury

16 Selection, Jury Instructions, Laﬁ, and Special Limiting Instruction
17 and Jury Admonishments, at public expense. RESPECTFULLY SUBMITfED.
18

19 . * DATED this ;gl_fi day of March 2005,

20

21 vy:_ S 7 e
STEVEN FLOYD V0SS,
22 Defendant,pro per.

S ]

V14. 990
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CE ICATE OF SERVICE BY U.S.’_L

I, STEVEN FLOYD V0SS, hereby certify pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(b),
that on this 2' day of March 2005, that I, mailed a true and
correct copy of the foregoing, Motion For Complete Un-Redacted Trial
Transcripts At Public Expense, addressed to:

Gary Hatlestad (DDA}

Washoe County District Attorney

Appelant Division

P.O. 'Box 11130
Reno, Nevada 89502

By=__;2é22§zaﬁi¢ 7 122£;"’;'
STEVEN FLOYD V0SS,
Defendant,pro per.

V14. 991
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA ol
HES s ppr25 P 332

HALU
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 44637
Appellant, :a
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent. APR 2 2 2005

JANETTE M. BLOOM
CLERK QF SEPREMEC aes
ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE BYM

This is a proper person appeal from an order of the district

court denying a successive and untimely post-conviction petition for a writ
of habeas corpus. Second Judicial District Court, Washoe County; Steven

P. Elliott, Judge.
On November 27, 1996, the district court convicted appellant,

pursuant to a jury trial, of one count of burglary, two counts of uttering a
forged instrument, two counts of forgery, and one count of attempted theft.

The district court sentenced appellant to serve consecutive terms totaling

128 to 360 months in the Nevada State Prison. This court dismissed

appellant's appeal from his judgment of conviction.! The remittitur issued
on April 6, 1999.

On March 9, 2000, appellant filed a proper person post-

conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The district court

appointed post-conviction counsel to assist appellant. On August 9, 2001,

after conducting an evidentiary hearing, the district court denied the

Voss_v. State, Docket No. 29783 (Order Dismissing Appeal, March
11, 1999).

$147832
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petition in part and granted the petition in part.? This court affirmed the
order of the district court on appeal.?

On April 14, 2003, appellant filed a proper person motion for
leave to file a successive habeas corpus petition and a second post-
conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The district court denied
appellant's motion and petition. This court affirmed the order of the
district court on appeal.4

On October 15, 2004, appellant filed a proper person post-
conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus in the district court.
Pursuant to NRS 34.750 and 34.770, the district court declined to appoint
counsel to represent appellant or to conduct an evidentiary hearing. On
December 13, 2004, the district court denied appellant's petition. This
appeal followed.

Appellant filed his petition approximately five and one-half
yvears after this court issued the remittitur from his direct appeal. Thus,
appellant's petition was untimely filed.5 Moreover, appellant’s petition

was successive because he had previously filed two post-conviction

2The district court determined that a new sentencing hearing was
appropriate. The record on appeal does not contain any documents
relating to the new sentencing hearing.

%Voss v. State, Docket No. 38373 (Order of Afirmance, January 17,
2002).

“Voss v. State, Docket No. 42307 (Order of Affirmance, July 27,
2004).

5See NRS 34.726(1).
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petitions for writs of habeas corpus.®  Appellant's petition was
procedurally barred absent a demonstration of good cause and prejudice.’

Appellant raised nearly identical claims to those raised in his
2003 untimely and successive habeas corpus petition. In an attempt to
excuse his procedural defects, appellant argued that his attorneys failed to
transfer copies of his case files in a timely fashion and that he only
received a copy of a preliminary hearing transcript in 2003. Appellant
further claimed that his post-conviction counsel was ineffective for failing
to raise his claims in the first post-conviction petition.

Based upon our review of the record on appeal, we conclude
that the district court did not err in denying the petition. This court has
already determined that the lack of the preliminary hearing transcript did
not constitute good cause to excuse his procedural defects.® Further, trial
counsel's failure to send appellant his file did not constitute good cause to
excuse the procedural defects,® Finally, appellant did not have the right to
counsel at the time he filed his first petition, and therefore he did not have
the right to the effective assistance of counsel in that proceeding.l?

"[H]ence, 'good cause' cannot be shown based on an ineffectiveness of post-

6See NRS 34.810(1)(b)(2), (2).
See NRS 34.726(1); NRS 34.810(1)(b), (3).
8See Hall v. State, 91 Nev. 314, 535 P.2d 797 (1975).

“Hood v. State, 111 Nev. 335, 890 P.2d 797 (1995).

10See NRS 34.750; McKague v. Warden, 112 Nev. 159, 164-65, 912
P.2d 255, 258 (1996); see also Crump v. Warden, 113 Nev. 293, 934 P.2d
247 (1997).
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conviction counsel claim."!! Therefore, we affirm the order of the district
court.

Having reviewed the record on appeal, and for the reasons set
forth above, we conclude that appellant is not entitled to relief and that
briefing and oral argument are unwarranted.’? Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED,13

P , dJ
Ros
= dJ.
Gibbons
w ..
Hardesty

11McKague, 112 Nev. at 165, 912 P.2d at 258.

125ee Luckett v. Warden, 91 Nev. 681, 682, 541 P.2d 910, 911 (1975).

13We have reviewed all documents that appellant has submitted in
proper person to the clerk of this court in this matter, and we conclude
that no relief based upon those submissions is warranted. To the extent
that appellant has attempted to present claims or facts in those
submissions which were not previously presented in the proceedings
below, we have declined to consider them in the first instance.

SuPREME COURT
OF
Nevapa
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cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk

SuPREME COURT
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ok ke
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,
CASE NO: CR96P1581A
VS.
DEPT. NO.: 10
STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent.
/
ORDER

Mr. Steven Floyd Voss (hereinafter “Voss”) presents this Court with a (1) Motion for
Reconsideration of Motion for Leave of Court to File a Successive Petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) and Alternative, Pre-Sentence Motion to Set Aside Jury
Verdict, (2) Motion for Complete Un-Redacted Trial Transcripts at Public Expense; and (3)
Motion to Strike Dated and Prejudicial Pre-Sentencing Investigational Report and
Sentencing Recommendations. This Court, having considered all papers and pleadings on
file herein, finds and concludes as follows.

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

On September 13, 2004, this Court denied Voss' Motion for Leave of Court to File a
Successive Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) and Alternative, Pre- |
Sentence Motion to Set Aside Jury Verdict. On September 29, 2004, Voss filed this Motion
for Reconsideration, arguing that this Court aﬁused its discretion by denying the underlying
motion. Voss contends that this Court mistakenly assumed that the time limitations

V14. 997
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enumerated in NRS 34.726 apply to post-conviction petitions or motions to set asidé
verdicts alleging jurisdictional defects.! Voss maintains that jurisdictional challenges may be
raised-at any time and may not be procedurally barred. Voss cites several Ninth Circuit
Court of Appeal cases in support of this motion. o |

Upon review, this Court determines that Voss is not entitled to any relief. Simply
labeling a claim as jurisdictional does not, in itself, make it so. Where a district judge is
charged with being biased against a party, that party should file a Motion for
Disqualification prior to trial, at which time a hearing on the merits will be held before a
separate judge. If a criminal defendant wants to make such a compléint after he has been
tried and convicted, then he may do so by way of filing a petition for writ of habeas corpus.
Accordingly, such a betition is subject to the one-year time limitation articulated in NRS
34.726. Thus, this Court properly applied NRS 34.726 to Voss' Successive Petition, and did
not overlook or misapprehend any controlling matter. See Matter of Ross, 99 Nev. 657,
659, 668 P.2d 1089, 1091 (1983) (setting forth the proper standard when ruling on

motions for reconsideration).

Therefore, Voss’ Motion for Reconsideration of Motion to File_a' Successive Post
Conviction is DENIED.
MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPTS

On March 25, 2005, Voss filed this Motion for Complete Un-Redacted Trial ‘
Transcripts at Public Expense. Voss alleges that on Januarﬂj 13, 1997, this Court granted
Voss' request for a copy of the trial transcript, except for that portion which contained the
jury selection. Voss further alleges that the copy that he received also omitted all jury |
instructions, law, and all special limiting instructions and admonitions. In this motion, Voss
argues that he is entitled to a complete copy of the trial transcript in order to identify all
applicable issues for appeal. Voss thus asserts that this Court erred in ordering the jury
selection portion to be excluded from the transcribed record and that this Court's repbrter

{
' Voss argues in his Successive Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus that this Court lacked jurisdiction over Voss based on
this Court’s personal bias towards Voss.
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erred in fa-ilin‘g to include jury instructions, law, and special limiting instructions and
admonitions from the certified trial transcript.

Upon review, this Court determines that Voss is not entitled to any relief. Voss
admits that the trial transcript was transcribed on January 21, 1997, more than eight 'years
ago. This Court will not allow Voss to raise this claim now after such a lengthy delay.
Moreover, Voss fails to allege that he was prejudiced, as he does not cite any specific jury
instructions, law, or special limiting instructions and admonitions in which a more complete
trial transcript would be beneficial. Finally, it seems as though Voss failed to object to any
of the jury instructions, law, or special limiting instructions and admonitions that he now
claims may form a basis for appeal. The law is clear in Nevada that if a party does not
timely object at trial and preserve an issue for appeal, that party} is not entitled to relief on
appeal, absent plain or constitutional error. Bridges v. State, 116 Nev. 752, 761, 6 P.3d‘
1000, 1007 (2000). As such, receiving the complete trial transcript likely will be of no
benefit to Voss. C

Therefore, Voss’ Motion for Complete Un-Redacted Trial Transcripts is DENIED.
MOTION TO STRIKE

On April 1, 2005, Voss filed this Motion to Strike Dated and Prejudicial Pre-
Sentencing Investigational Report and Sentencing Recommendations. Voss argues that |
despite his requests for counsel, he was coerced into providing ihvoluntan/ statements to
the Division of Parole and Probation without the aid of counsel and without being read his
Miranda rights. Vooss also contends that the presentence investigation report (hereinafter
“PSI”) improperly included allegations of crimes and convictions that were subsequent to
his. initial sentencing in the instant case. As such, Voss maintains that the Division of Parole
and Probation should conduct a new pre-sentencé investigation and submit a new PSI and
sentencing recommendation.

Upon review, this Court determines that Voss is not entitled to any relief. Like the
aforementioned Motion for Transcripts, Voss is seeking relief approximately eight years

after the event he is complaining of. NRAP 4(b)(1) states, “In a criminal case, the notice of
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appeal by a defendant shall be filed in the district court within thirty (30) days after' the
entry of the judgment 6r order appealed from.” Further, and as previously stated, NRS
34.726 provides that unless good cause is shown, a petition for writ of habeas corpus must
be filed within one year after entry of the judgment of conviction or, if an appeal has been
taken, within one year after the Nevada Supreme Court issues its remittitur. Under either
time frame, Voss’ present motion is untimely.
‘ Therefore, Voss' Motion to Strike Dated and Prejudicial Pre-Sentencing
Investigational Report and Sentencing Recommenaations is DENIED.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Petitibnér’s Motion for
Reconsideration of Motion to File a Successive Post Conviction is DENIED.

IT IS HEREBY FURTi-IER ORDERED that Petitioner’s Motion for Complete Un-
Redacted Trial Transcriptsis DENIED,

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Petitioner’'s Motion to Strike Dated and

Prejudicial Pre-Sentencing Investigational Report and Sentencing Recommendations is
DENIED.

DATED this 9 3 day of May, 2005.

J%///%f

~STEVEN P. ELLIOTT
District Judge

V14. 1000
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the

State of Nevada, in and for the County of Washoe and that on this date I deposited for

mailing a copy of the foregoing document addressed to:

Brian Sandoval

Nevada Attorney General
100 North Carson St.
Carson City, NV 89701

Richard A. Gammick

Washoe County District Attorney
P.0O. Box 30083

Reno, NV 89520

(Interoffice Mail)

Steven Floyd Voss, #52094
Ely State Prison

P.O. Box 1989

Ely, NV 89301

DATED this_ {5 _ day of May, 2005.

EIDI HOWDEN™
- Judicial Assistant
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STEVEN FLOYD v
District Court
Washos County
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STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Appellant,
VS.

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent. MAY 2 872005

ANE TTE M, BLOOM

ORDER DENYING REHEARING  cigfQs suricke cQunt

By HakF DEPUTY CLERK

On April 22, 2005, this court affirmed the order of the district
court denying appellant's post-conviction petition for a writ of habeas
corpus. On May 6, 2005, this court received a proper person motion to
amend this court's order and to provide additional factual findings. We

have elected to treat appellant's motion as a petition for rehearing, and we

deny rehearing. See NRAP 40(c).
_’Qﬁ , .
R

It is so ORDERED.
08

. dJ.
Gibbons
[:Lu.e@aiq R
Hardesty !
bS-~10427
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Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge

Steven Floyd Voss

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
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STEVEN FLOYDODSS #52
ELY STATE PR‘H

P.0O. Box #1989

Ely, Revada 89301-9999 L N
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: [ B

IN THE SECOND JUDICTAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND POR THE COUNTY,DF WASHOBy | ||

sl - DNEAN, UR,
Case ND.FEK§6;01 o W P

W N

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,

2515
L 1o

PETITIONER,
Vs.

STATE OF NEVADA, NOTICE OF APPEAL

DC-99p0026748—036

STEVEN FLOYD V055 (D1 Z Pages

06/06/2005 D4A-11 PM

)
)
)
)
)
)
}
RESPONDENT, )
/

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that STEVEN FLOYD V0SS, the

POBT
| Distrigt Court

* "Washoe County

. CR9&P{5B1A

Petitioner above named, hereby appeals to the Supreme Court of
11 || the State of Nevada from the Order entered in this action on
.ﬂay 23,2005, RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED
DATED this 2wyl day of Jans.2005.

By: 5522%23*74f£2::—

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner, pro per.

BREEEEREE:
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

1
2
8 I, STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Petitioner/Appellant in the instant
4| action, certify pursuant to N.R.A.P, 25 (1}{d), that on this
5 '*ézﬁégnday of | June 2005, I mailed a true and correct copy of
8 || thbe forgoing, NOTICE OF APPEAL addressed to:
7 GARY HATLESTAD (DDA)
Washoe County District Attorney
8 Appellant Division
P.O. Box #11130
' gl Reno, Nevada 89520-0027
10 Znd June. 2003
11 DATED this 2" day of ectober—2003.
12
13 “iﬁg%%?g;d
FLOYD VOSS #52094
14 ELY STATE PRISON
P.O. Box #1989
15 Ely, Nevada 895301-9999
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
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ELY STATE PR N i v

P.0. Box #1989 QRi $ AL

Ely, Nevada 89301-99 ¢ f";
J"v‘*ﬂ

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF 'nn': STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE couu'mvgoﬂ\,w%sn
PH &z 1

f ﬂ;a ﬂ, { A -

14100

eI ::-‘}9

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,

Bz

€ B

By__

Dept. No Uw{jﬁ

PETITIORER,

gas
1310

i

DC-9900026740-837

Vs.

04:11 PM

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

STATE OF NEVADA,

V055 (D1 3 Pa

06 /06 / 2005

RESPONDENT,

Ty W vt vt e W e et

MR

CRO6P158tAQ
POST -

STEVEN FLOYD

1. Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement: Steven

District Court
KWashoa County

A

Floyd Voss.

2. Identify the judge issuing the decision, judgment,or order

jurt
Yok

appealed from: Honorable Steven P. Elliot.

R

3. Identify all parties to the proceedings in the district court

(the use of et al. to denote parties is prohibited): Steven Floyd

Voss, Petitioner, VS. The State of Nevada, Respondent, represented

by Washoe County District Attorney.

4, 1Identify all parties involved in this appeal (the use of et al

to denote parties is prohibited}: Steven Ployd Voss, Petitioner,

VS. The State of Nevada, Respondent.

5. Set forth the name,law firm, address,and telephone number of
all counsel on appeal and identify the party or parties whom they

represent: Steven Floyd Voss,Ely State Prison,P.0. Box #1989,FEly,

Nevada 89301-9999, (Telephode#N/A),Appellant, Pro Per., District

Attorney of Washoe County, P.0. Box #30083,Reno, Nevada 89520-3083,

(775)328-3200, represents Respondent,

6. Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or

‘retained counsel in the district court: Appellant was not

B8 BERRBRRESRSRZ

represehted by counsel i the-distriéticourt,
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7. 1Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or

retained counsel on appeal: Appellant is not represented by

counsel.

8. Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed_in:
forma pauperis, and the date of entry of the district court order

granting such leave: Appellant was granted leave to proceed in
—

forma pauperis on August 30, 2004,

9. Indicate the date the proceedings commenced in the district

court (e.g., date complaint,indictment,information,or petition

"was filed): Petition for Writ of habeas Corpus (post—ConvictiogL_

was filed on.July 27,2004 RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

DATED this ;2m£x day of June 2005.

: _ AN

‘ ﬁ?@& p
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,

|

|

Petitioner,pro per.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, STEVEN FLOYD V0SS, Petitioner/Appellant in the instant

4 action! certify pursuant to N.R.A.P. 25 (1)(d), that on this

June. 2605

5 ;2hﬁ{ day of ﬂctﬁﬁﬁt—iﬁﬁia I mailed a true and correct copy of

6l the forgoing, CASE APPEAL STATEMENT addressed to:

7
8
9
10
11

ory
w

BRI BRRNBRBR B

GARY HATLESTAD (DDA)

Washoe County District Attorney
Appellant Division

P.O. Box #11130

Reno, Nevada 89520-0027

DATED this isz day of June 2005.

by:_ o Tt

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,pro per.

V14. 1008




JV&4.M:

-

3b]

I
[

DC-99a06267 40-038

STEVEN FLOYD V0SS

~\

(D10 1 Page

G6/09/2005 10:11 AM
1360w

hlal |=ng

I

CROEP1581A

POST -
Distriet Court

' Washoa County

A

o r——

4

—_ —
) —

-
W

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Coa7

28

09

1350

IN AND

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Appellant,

VS,

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Respondent,

® CRIGNAL &

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

FILED

205 JUN -9 M pg: | |

RONALD A. LonaTIN, Jp
BY
DE:

FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

Case No. CROGP1581A
Dept. No. 10

Appellant Procedure Rule D(1).

Dated: June 9, 2005

1

| hereby certify that the enclosed documents are certified copies of the original pleadings

on file with the Second Judicial District Court, in accordance with the Revised Rules of

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK

- Ronald Longtin, Jr., Court Clerk

ler Appeals Clerk
e TR

(T7s) 325-%1 1‘4‘{@

recagn?
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DEPUTY

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Appellant, Case No. CR96P1581A

vs. Dept. No. 10
THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Respondent,

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL
| hereby certify that the enclosed the Record on Appeal and other required documents

(certified copies) wers delivered to the Second Judicial District Court mailroom system for

transmittal to the Nevada Supreme Court.

Dated: June 9, 2005 Ronald Longtin, Jr., Court Clerk

eI

Cathy Kepler, Appeals Clerk
(775) 328-3114
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8EB, SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
TR OFFICE OF THE CLERK
g-;’% STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 45413
o8 ‘PS:"a“" District Court Case No. CR9601581 __
~+ . 'HE STATE OF NEVADA, -
4 3¢ lespondent. o 3 1
pe g o O =
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LE2 > < T
BaRe =R A
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RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS :
TO:  Steven Floyd Voss #52094

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick and Gary H.
Hatlestad, Deputy District Attorney

Ronald A. Longtin Jr., District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed the following:
06/10/05 Filing Fee Waived; Criminal.

06/10/05 Filed Certified Copy of proper person Notice of Appeal.

Appeal docketed in the Supreme Court this day.

DATE: June 10, 2005

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

By: Sy
Deputy Clerk
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

OFFICE OF THE CLERK

=S8 )
= oot
=15o3 STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 45413
— = -]kl
=g g ‘weelant District Court Gase NS CED601581
=9%c _ > N &
= g9>- [HE STATE OF NEVADA, & “T]
= 53 ‘espondent. = £ v
= o ™ =
= =zt o o I
= L3t NOTICE TO FILE CASE APPEAL STATEMENT < ~ [Tl
=%y ~< =
=% :£°0:  Ronald A. Longtin Jr., District Court Clerk w O
R EEE | —

The 1996 amendments to the Nevada Rules of Appellate Procedure require appella e a Case

Appeal Statement with the notice of appeal. NRAP 3(a)(1).

Within 10 days of the date of this notice, you are responsible for filing two certified copies of the Case
Appeal Statement with the Supreme Court Clerk's Office.

- DATE: June 14, 2005

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

By:

Deputy Clerk

cc. Steven Floyd Voss #52094
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick .and Gary H.
Hatlestad, Deputy District Attorney

V14.1012
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA F l L E D
- vexSTEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 44637 2000 JUN23 PMJ2:
= 8 opelant,
= 18svH0 - RONALLD A.LONGTIN.
=52 . HE STATE OF NEVADA, District Court Case No. CR9601584 ‘
= 5°£ . lespondent.
= 3 REMITTITUR
= =i
% g%féb: Ronald A. Longtin Jr., Washoe District Court Clerk
g %ggggursuam to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

I

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: June 21, 2005

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

B: N\ ®Ruehada

Chief Dbputy Clerk

cc: Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge !
Attorney General Brian Sandovai/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Steven Floyd Voss

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of the Supreme Court of &?‘State Mevada, the
| 23

REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitied cause, on

B’
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IN THE SUPREQRJQI\N THE STATE OF NEVADA ) ' .A F l L E D

7005 JUN 23 PHI2:

STATE OF NEVADA, ss.

|, Janette M. Bloom, the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of

Nevada, do hereby certify that the followmg is a full, true and correct copy of the Judgment in this,
matter.

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, , * Supreme Court No. 44637 ‘
Appellant, P RONALD A, LONGTIN,
VS, BY h
THE STATE OF NEVADA, District Court Case No. CR9601581 . (.’ pIPUTY
ez RESPONdent. : T
2oy :
go 8%
ge
§5§ CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
EG
i

CRIEP1581A
POST -

Distriet Court
Washoe County

e

/-

JUDGMENT

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged and decreed
as follows: "ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED."

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 22nd day of April, 2005.
JUDGMENT

The court belng fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged and decreed,
as follows: "...we deny rehearing."

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 26th day of May,; 2005.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have subscribed my name and affixed
the seal of the Supreme Court at my Office in Carson City,
Nevada, this 21st day of June, 2005.

Janette M. Bloom, Supreme Court Clerk

By: QDMLM

Chief [§éputy Clerk

| V14.1014.
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"= | Appellant, Y
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District Court
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On April 22, 2005, this court affirmed the order of the district

I

court denying appellant's post-conviction petition for a writ of habeas
corpus. On May 6, 2005, this court received a proper person motion to
amend this court's order and to provide additional factual findings. We

have elected to treat appellant's motion as a petition for rehearing, and we

\Z,, ]
R

08

deny rehearing. See NRAP 40(c).
It is so ORDERED.

» dJ.
Gibbons
A::!’W@Az-\ o Jd.
Hardesty !
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Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge

Steven Floyd Voss

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

05 JUN23 P
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 44637
Appellant,
vs.
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent. ' APR 2 2 2005

: JANETTE M. BLOOM
CLERK QF SUPREME CQURT
ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE o 3 @iéhna-tle-

This is a proper person appeal from an order of the district
court denying a successive and untimely post-conviction petition for a writ
of habeas corpus. Second Judicial District Court, Washoe County; Steven
P. Elliott, Judge.

On November 27, 1996, the district court convicted appellant,
pursuant to a jury trial, of one count of burglary, two counts of uttering a
forged instrument, two counts of forgery, and -one count of attempted theft.
The district court sentenced appellant to serve consecutive terms totaling
128 to 360 months in the Nevada State Prison. This court dismissed
appellant’s appeal from his judgment of conviction.! The remittitur issued
on April 6, 1999.

On March 9, 2000, appellant filed a proper person post-

conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The district court
appointed post-conviction counsel to assist appellant. On August 9,. 2001,

after conducting an evidentiary hearing, the district court denied the

1Voss v. State, Docket No. 29783 (Order Dismissing Appeal, March
11, 1999).

2: 03
IN. JR.
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petition in part and granted the petition in part.2 This court affirmed the
order of the district court on appeal.?

On April 14, 2003, appellant filed a proper person motion for
leave to file a successive habeas corpus petition and a second post-
conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The district court denied
appellant's motion and petition. This court affirmed the order of the
district court on appeal.4

On October 15, 2004, appellant filed a proper person post-
conviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus in the district court.
Pursuant to NRS 34.750 and 34.770, the district court declined to appoint
counsel] to represent appellant or to conduct an evidentiary hearing. On
December 13, 2004, the district court denied appellant's petition. This
appeal followed.

Appellant filed his petition approximately five and one-half
years after this court issued the remittitur from his direct appeal. Thus,
appellant's petition was untimely filed. Moreover, appellant's petition

was successive because he had previously filed two post-conviction

2The district court determined that a new sentencing hearing was
appropriate. The record on appeal does not contain any documents
relating to the new sentencing hearing.

Voss v. State, Docket No. 38373 (Order of Affirmance, January 17,
2002).

4Voss v. State, Docket No. 42307 (Order of Affirmance, July 27,
2004). '

5See NRS 34.726(1).
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petitions for writs of habeas corpus.®  Appellant's petition was
procedurally barred absent a demonstration of good cause and prejudice.?

Appellant raised nearly identical claims to those raised in his
2003 untimely and successive habeas corpus petition. In an attempt to
excuse his procedural defects, appellant argued that his attorneys failed to
transfer copies of his case files in a timely fashion and that he only
received a copy of a preliminary hearing transcript in 2003. Appellant
further claimed that his post-conviction counsel was ineffective for failing
to raise his claims in the first post-conviction petition.

Based upon our review of the record on appeal, we conclude
that the district court did not err in denying the getition. This court has
already determined that the lack of the preliminary hearing transcript did
not constitute good cause to excuse his procedural defects.? Further, trial
counsel's failure to send appellant his file did not constitute good cause to
excuse the procedural defects.® Finally, appellant did not have the right to
counsel at the time he filed his first petition, and therefore he did not have
the right to the effective assistance of counsel in that proceeding.i?

"[H]ence, 'good cause' cannot be shown based on an ineffectiveness of post-

6See NRS 34.810(1)}b)(2), (2).
"See NRS 34.726(1); NRS 34.810(1)(b), (3).
8See Hall v. State, 91 Nev. 314, 535 P.2d 797 (1975).

“Hood v. State, 111 Nev. 335, 890 P.2d 797 (1995).

10See NRS 34.750; McKague v. Warden, 112 Nev. 159, 164-65, 912
P.2d 255, 258 (1996); see also Crump v. Warden, 113 Nev. 293, 934 P.2d |
247 (1997).
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conviction counsel claim."1! Therefore, we affirm the order of the district
court.

Having reviewed the record on appeal, and for the reasons set
forth above, we conclude that appellant is not entitled to relief and that
briefing and oral argument are unwarranted.!? Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED.12

SRAS J
Ros
— d.
Gibbons
ot
+Hardesty .

UMcKague, 112 Nev. at 165, 912 P.2d at 258.
12See Luckett v. Warden, 91 Nev. 681, 682, 541 P.2d 910, 911 (1975).

13We have reviewed all documents that appellant has submitted in
proper person to the clerk of this court in this matter, and we conclude
that no relief based upon those submissions is warranted. To the extent
that appellant has attempted to present claims or facts in those
submissions which were not previously presented in the proceedings
below, we have declined to consider them in the first instance.
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Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge

Steven Floyd Voss

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA . a
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STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. ‘
Appellant, , BY.E X

Vs,
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent.

DC-9900626740-0d42

STEVEN FLOYD V0SS (D1 2 Pages
867232005 01:44 PM

Ty

JANETTE M, BLOO
CLEH SUPREME GOURTY

Distriet Court
Washoe County

CREGFiBBiA
[V Yol

POST

ORDER DIRECTING TRANSMISSION OF RECORD" Gt

Having reviewed the documents on file in this proper person
appeal, this court has concluded that its review of the complete record is
warranted. See NRAP 10(a)(1). Accordingly, the clerk of the district court
shall have 30 days from the date of this order within which to transmit to
the clerk of this court a certified copy of the complete trial court record of
this appeal. See NRAP 11(a)(2) (the complete record shall contain each
and every paper, pleadiné and other document filed, or submitted for
filing, in the district court, as well as any previously prepared transcripts
of the district court proceedings).!

It is so ORDERED.

_QDaderw e

The record shall not include any physical, non-documentary
exhibits or the original documentary exhibits filed in the district court, but
copies of documentary exhibits submitted in the district court proceedings
shall be transmitted as part of the record on appeal. The record shall also
include any presentence investigation reports submitted in this matter.
The clerk of the district court shall transmit the reports to this court in a
sealed envelope identifying the contents and marked confidential. See
NRS 176.156(5).
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Steven Floyd Voss

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk-
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 45413
Apf:"a"t' District Gourt Case No. - CR9601581
THE STATE OF NEVADA, 2 2 =8
Respondent. r:_:- L"f
: = o = -T-'
: - _
A
E = I
L O -
z O -
3 RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS
370:  Steven Floyd Voss #52094

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick and Gary H.
Hatlestad, Deputy District Attorney
Ronald A. Longtin Jr., District Gourt Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed the following:

07/01/05 Filed Record on Appeal (Copy).
Vols. 1 through 7 (TRANSFERRED FROM CASE NO. 44637).

07/01/05 Submitted for decision on record.

DATE: July 01, 2005

Janette M. Bioom, Clerk of Court

By: a-({;@)aﬂ

Deputy Clerk!
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FILED
2005 UL 19 AMI1: 50
RONALD A ,LONGTIN, JR.

1350

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
' IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,

Appellant, Case No. CR96P1581A
vS. Dept. No. 10

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Respondent,

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK — RECORD ON APPEAL
I hereby certify that the enclosed documents are certified copies of the original pleadings
on file with the Second Judicial District Court, in accordance with }he Revised Rules of
Appeliant Procedure Rule D(1). )

R
‘.ul-'iu
K
. -

""""

Dated: July 19, 2005 : Ronald Lbngtin, Jr., Court Clerk
_ _ A ) "

E:Y o
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Y
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Cathy Ke'b!er, Appeals Clerk

e

(775) 328-34R 4%

3
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,

Appellant, Case No. CRO6P1581A
vS. Dept. No. 10
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent,
/

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL - Record anAppe!
| hereby certify that the enclosed the Record on Appeal and other required documents

(certified copies) were delivered to the Second Judicial District Court mailroom system for
transmittal to the Nevada Supreme Court.

Dated: July 19, 2005 Ronald Longtin, Jr., Court Clerk

C\gthy Kepler, Appeals Clerk
(775) 328-3114
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‘ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 45413

Apf:"a“t’ District Court Case No.  CR960158/ /-
THE STATE OF NEVADA, m B = '
,___ﬁ__ g 35 g’@spondent. A ‘::Z» f
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i
: .O:  Steven Floyd Voss #52094

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick and Gary H.

Hatlestad, Deputy District Attorney
Ronald A. Longtin Jr., District Court Clerk~”

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed the following:

07/28/05 Filed Record on Appeal {Copy).
Vol. B.

DATE: July 28, 2005

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

(U

Deputy Clerk
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AUG 2 2 2005

RONALD A. LONGTIN, JB,. CLI
By:
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVA gﬁ\ .

OR%1YS37

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 45413
Appellant,
VS,
THE STATE OF NEVADA, F ! L E D
Respondent.
AUG 1 8 2005
ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL %5 b

This is a proper person-appeal from an order of the district
court denying a motion for reconsideration, motion for complete un-
redacted trial transcripts at public expense, and motion to strike a
prejudicial presentence investigation report. Second dJudicial District
Court, Washoe County; Steven P. Elliott, Judge.

QOur review of this appeal reveals a jurisdictional defect. The
right to appeal is statutory; where no statute or court rule provides i'or an

appeal, no right to appeal exists.! No statute or court rule provides for an

1Castillo v. State, 106 Nev. 349, 792 P.2d 1133 (1990).
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appeal from the denial of the aforementioned motions. Accordingly, we

ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.2

\ J.
Ros
J.
(ﬁbbons
ewtd,
Hardesty

cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk

2We have received the proper person documents submitted in this
matter, and we conclude that no relief is warranted for the reason set

forth above.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA  SEP 12 2005
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

3 STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 45592

» -etitioner, L

g s District Court Case No. CR961581

3THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF (I/eqwo/:ﬁ’/ﬁ'

NEVADA, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, AND THE
HONORABLE STEVEN P. ELLIOTT, DISTRICT JUDGE,
Respondents.

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS

TO: Steven Floyd Voss #52094
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed the foliowing:

09/02/05 Received Proper Person Motion.
Motion Requesting Clarification of Order Denying Petition for Writ of Mandamus.

DATE: September 02, 2005

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

By:

Deputy Clerk
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SEP 12 2005
RONALD A. JA7Z ELERK
DEPU LERK
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

6/ 557 %

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 45592

Petitioner,
Vs.

THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, F E i E @
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF
WASHOE, AND THE HONORABLE AUG 2 3 2005
STEVEN P. ELLIOTT, DISTRICT
JUDGE, o
Respondents. %’

Ty oF ZiNART

SOLERK

ORDER DENYING PETITION

This i1s a proper person petition for a writ of mandamus.
Petitioner seeks an order directing the district court to reverse and vacate
its previously entered order denying petitioner's motion for complete un-
redacted trial transcripts at public expense, motion to strike dated and
prejudicial presentencing report, and motion for new presentencing report.
We have considered the petition on file herein, and we are not satisfied

that this court's intervention by way of extraordinary relief is warranted

05~ 1105
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at this time.! Accordingly, we

ORDER the petition DENIED.?

/Baéa—ap——,-a.

Parraguirre

cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk

ISee NRS 34.160; NRS 34.170.

*We have received all proper person documents submitted in this
matter, and we conclude that no relief is warranted for the reason set
forth above.
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= &, STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 45413
\ = E%é% Appellant, F l L E D
| = %‘ggﬁz THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent. SEP 13 2005
JANETTE M. BLOOM
ORDER DENYING REHEARING 3'-5“"; 595“5"”0”‘ R
8 F CERUTY CLERK
Rehearing denied. NRAP 40(c).
It is so ORDERED.
d.
Ros
, J.
Gibbons
Hardesty '
cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
SupReME COURT
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVABEP 19 2005

RONALD A, ERIC
By:
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 45592 .
Petitioner, . |
vs. ORIV STTH#
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, F E L E '- .
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF s/
WASHOE, AND THE HONORABLE
STEVEN P. ELLIOTT, DISTRICT SEP 1 4 2005
JUDGE, e FTE M. BL
Respondents. ok 1 URT
. DEPUTY CLERK
ORDER DENYING MOTION

On August 23, 2005, this court entered an ordér denying an
original petition for a writ of mandamus. On September 2, 2005, this
court received a proper person motion requesting clarification of our order
denying the petition for a writ of mandamus. No good cause appearing,

the motion is hereby denied.

It 18 so ORDERED.

Recker , @

cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk—
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5w IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
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o

=z TEVEN FLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No.

5° stitioner,

21:>- vS. -

‘-;“é"’ 1E SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE District Court Case No.,

E FTATE OF NEVADA, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF

ASHOE, AND THE HONORABLE STEVEN P.
LIOTT, DISTRICT JUDGE,
1spondents.

Washoe Coun

District
nor

NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR

TO THE ABOVE-NAMED PARTIES:

SEP 2 1 2005

RONALD A N, J&., CLERK
45592 By
EP ERK

CR96156814

ORISR/

The decision and Order of the court in this matter having been entered on 08/23/05, and the period
for the filing of a petition for rehearing having expired and no petition having been filed, notice is
hereby given that the Order and decision entered herein has, pursuant to the rules of this court,

become effective.

DATE: September 20, 2005

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

By: "%M
Chief D&puty Clerk

cc:  Hon. Steven P. Eliliott, District Judge
Ronald A. Longtin Jr., Washoe District Court Clerk/
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick .
Steven Floyd Voss
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= ggé IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA ‘ ‘
=58 RONALD A. T, J5, CLERK
=St STEVENFLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 454135y: m/
= ge Appellant, DkPU ERK

= 2 Vs,

= z THE STATE OF NEVADA, : District Court Case No. CRS601581

= g Respondent.

GROGP1581R

POST:

REMITTITUR
TO: Ronald A. Longtin Jr., Washoe District Court Clerk
Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: October 11, 2005

Janette M. Bloom, Clerk of Court

By: '
Chief Daputy Clerk

¢c: Hon. Steven P. Efliott, District Judge
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Steven Floyd Voss

RECEIPT-FOR REMITTITUR
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% | IN THE SUPREME C e E OF NEVADA HONALD(ZWTK
& : By:
5 . DEP! LERK
ETE\IflENtFLOYD VOSS, Supreme Court No. 45413
t > ppe an 1
i M%ﬁﬂ"/
9 HE STATE OF NEVADA, District Court Case No.  CR9601581
© 3 ‘espondent. .
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF NEVADA, ss.

I, Janette M. Bloom, the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of
Nevada, do hereby certify that the following is a full, true and correct copy of the Judgment in this

matter.
JUDGMENT

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged and decreed
as follows.” "ORDER this appeal DISMISSED."

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 18th day of August, 2005.

JUDGMENT

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged and decreed
as follows: "Rehearing denied."

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 13th day of September, 2005.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have subscribed my name and affixed
the seal of the Supreme Court at my Office in Carson City,
Nevada, this 11th day of October, 2005.

Janette M. Bloom, Supreme Court Cierk

By: Q—LD\QL.&J

Chief De;&):ty Clerk
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= i1 STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 4541
Z:£57 | appellant, 25517
il | o FILED
gaiie THE STATE OF NEVADA, .
Respondent. SEP 13 2005

JANETTE M. BLOOM

ORDER DENYING REHEARING 3LERK§ SUPREME COURT
d AEF DEPUTY CLERK

Rehearing denied. NRAP 40(c).
It is so ORDERED.

J.
Ros
] J.
Gibbons '
AM:E ]
Hardesty |
cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
SupAEME CouRT
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CERTIFIED COPY
This dotumant i5 a full, true and correct copy of
ihe orginai on file and of rocoid in my office.

DATE: -M.ZQQ.E‘D__

Supreme Court Clark, State of Nevada

By _h%_\mmthief Deputy
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 45413
Appellant,
V8. |
THE STATE OF NEVADA, ' F i L E D
Respondent. _
AUG 1 8 2005

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL  oeaf s it

This is a proper person appeal from an order of the district

court denyving a motion for reconsideration, motion for complete un-

redacted trial transcripts at public expense, and motion to strike a
prejudicial presentence investigation report. Second dJudicial District

Court, Washoe County; Steven P. Elliott, Judge.

Our review of this appeal reveals a jurisdictional defect. The
right to appeal is statutory; where no statute or court rule provides for an

appeal, no right to appeal exists.! No statute or court rule provides for an

1Castillo v. State, 106 Nev. 349, 792 P.2d 1133 (1990).
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appeal from the denial of the aforementioned motions. Accordingly, we

ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.2

| .
Ros
J.
(fibbons
Powtd,
Hardesty

ce:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk

2We have received the proper person documents submitted in this
matter, and we conclude that no relief is warranted for the reason set
forth above.
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= > | STEVEN FLOYD VoSS, No.as413E 1] ED

=0 Appellant,

| E%._'EE V8.

=48%it | THE STATE OF NEVADA, T e LA
Respondent.

JANETTE f4, BLOOM

CLERK QF SUPREME COURT
BY B
EF DEPUTY CL

ORDER DENYING EN BANC RECONSIDERATION

Having considered the petition on file herein, we have

concluded that en banc reconsideration is not warranted. NRAP 40A.
Accordingly, we

ORDER the petition DENIED.

&(]if’/l/ , CJ.

Becker

”

\; P ., d . d.
% iy
I |

- : Q‘Qﬁ ‘ iR , d.
Gibbons Douglas

M . /QMMAm
Hardesty h

Parraguirre

cc:  Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge

Steven Floyd Voss

Attorney General Brian Sandoval/Carson City

Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF %\}I&}Rﬂﬁ

STEVEN FLOYD VOSS, No. 454
Appellant, Zfe%ﬂ 155/ #

vs.
THE STATE OF NEVADA, Em E E
Respondent.
NOV 14 2003

ORDER DENYING REQUEST  cieit GasipHEMe GouRT

8Y o
F GERPUTY CLERK

C

On August 18, 2005, this court dismissed this appeal. On
September 13, 2005, this court denied a petition for rehearing. On
October 11, 2005, the remittitur was issued in this appeal. On October 31,
2005, this court denied a petition for en banc reconsideration. This court
received a proper person document requesting that this court recall the
remittitur because his petition for en banc reconsideration was pending in
this court when he filed his request. The filing of a petition for en banc
reconsideration does not stay the issuance of the remittitur. Accordingly,

appellant's motion is denied.!
It is sc ORDERED.

Reckst Cd.

cc: Hon. Steven P. Elliott, District Judge
Steven Floyd Voss
Attorney General George Chanos/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A. Gammick
Washoe District Court Clerk

1See NRAP 41(a) ("Unless the court otherwise orders, a petition for
full court reconsideration shall not affect the finality of the judgment of
the court or stay issuance of the remittitur.").
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MAR 2 7 2006

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

koK%
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petiioner CASE NO:  CR96P1581A
> DEPT. NO.: 10
STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent. )
ORDER
The Court has received Petitioner's Motion for Correction of Trial Record, filed
September 26, 2005.

The Court finds that the instant motion attempts to advance arguments already
rejected by the Court’s Order issued May 23, 2005. For the reasons set forth in the May 23,
2005 Order, the Motion is denied.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant’s Motion for
Correction of Trial Record is DENIED.

DATED this 4 7 day of March, 2006.

W =

STEVEN P. ELLIOTI®
District Judge

-1- V14. 1046




Vfl.4. 1H)47 . .

o oo N o AW N

NN NN NNN R = e s e e
o~ O n W= O OO0 N W N, O

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the
State of Nevada, in and for the County of Washoe and that on this date I deposited for

mailing a copy of the foregoing document addressed to:

Richard A. Gammick

Washoe County District Attorney
P.O. Box 30083

Reno, NV 89520

(Interoffice Mail)

Steven Floyd Voss, #52094
Nevada State Prison

P.O. Box 607

Carson City, Nevada 89702

DATED this Qg ( day of March, 2006.

HEIDI HOWD )
Judicial Assistant
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ok K
STEVEN FLOYD VOSS,
Petitioner,
CASE NO:  CR96P1581A
VS,
DEPT. NO.: 10
STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent.
/ .
ORDER

The Court has received Petitioner’s Emergency Ex Parte Motion for Injunctive Relief
and Application for Temporary protective Order, filed August 15, 2007.

Petitioner argues that agents and employees of the Nevada Department of
Corrections are actively attempting to impede his legal pursuits. Spéciﬁcally, he claims
corrections officers temporarily deprived him of his legal materials, but continue to harass
him. Petitioner also claims he has been moved to a cell in close proximity to boot camp
inmates, where he has trouble focusing because of the noise. He further compllains that
his cell is too hot, that he was required to dispose of his personal typewriter, and that he
has been afforded increasingly limited access to the law library and legal forms.

This Court is not satisfied that Petitioner’s arguments have any legal merit.
Petitioner’s Motion must therefore be denied.
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Petitioner’s Emergency Ex
Parte Motion for Injunctive Relief and Application for Temporary Protective Order is
DENIED.

DATED this _i day of August, 2007.

| STEéN P.’ELLIOTT ::‘%’ ’

District Judge
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the
State of Nevada, in and for the County of Washoe and that on this date I deposited for

mailing a copy of the foregoing document addressed to:

Richard A. Gammick

Washoe County District Attorney
P.O. Box 30083

Reno, NV 89520

(Interoffice Mail)

Steven Floyd Voss, #52094
Nevada State Prison

P.O. Box 607

Carson City, NV 89702

DATED this | i day of August, 2007.

HEIDI HOWDEN™ =
Judicial Assistant
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