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This action is a time-credits habeas action challenging the district court's statutory interpretation of
NRS 213.1517(4) and how it applies to the calculation of respondent's parole violation hearing date
and the calculation of his parole eligibility date based on the adjudication of his new criminal charge 
arising from his parole violation. The district court granted respondent's habeas petition and ordered 
the Nevada Department of Corrections (NDOC) to recalculate respondent's sentence in order that 
respondent would start receiving credit on the new charge from the time he was returned to NDOC's
custody for his parole violation instead of after the adjudication of his new charge. 



Whether the district court erred in its statutory interpretation of NRS 213.1517 (4) by granting respondent's 
petition for writ of habeas corpus and ordering the Nevada Department of Corrections (NDOC) to recalculate 
his sentence in order that he would start receiving credit on the new charge from the time he was returned to 
NDOC's custody for his parole violation instead of after the adjudication of his new charge. 
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Although this case may be assigned to the Court of Appeals (NRAP 17(b)(4)), this Court should retain 
the case because it involves an issue which the Court has never resolved in a published opinion  and 
which will likely arise in future cases, i.e. the application of credits during the pendency of a parole 
violation hearing and the pending adjudication of a new criminal case. The issue is also one of statutory 
interpretation as to how NRS 213.1517(4) applies to the timeframe of holding a parole revocation hearing 
while an inmate's new criminal case has yet to be adjudicated. Sportsco Enterprises v. Morris, 112 Nev. 
625, 629 (1996) ("interpretation of statutory provisions are reviewed de novo by this court"). 
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