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APPEAL INDEX

SUPREME COURT NO: 83996
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR03-2156

THE STATE OF NEVADA vs MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO

DATE: JANUARY 26, 2022

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
ADDENDUM TO SHOW CAUSE OF MOTION 08-27-15 4 488-490
AFFIDAVIT 01-14-16 5 701-703
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 09-22-15 4 561
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF 07-13-05 3 379-380
ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST TO PROCEED IN FORMA 01-27-10 10 687-691
PAUPERIS
AFFIDAVIT OF MICHAEL T. BOTELHO #80837 07-13-05 3 381-385
AFFIDAVIT OF MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO 08-11-15 3 437-438
AFFIDAVIT OF PETITIONER IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR RECUSAL 02-18-10 11 828-832
AFFIDAVIT OF PETITIONER, MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO 03-06-06 8 2-4
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA
PAUPERIS
AMENDED ORDER FOR RESPONSE AND APPOINTMENT OF 06-30-06 8 112-114
COUNSEL
ANSWER TO PETITION AND SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT 10-09-06 9 481-483
OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION)
APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 04-12-07 10 562-564
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 10-15-03 2 14
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 12-08-03 2 138
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 02-17-04 2 196
APPLICATION FOR SETTING 06-09-07 10 559-561
BENCH WARRANT 10-08-03 2 6-8
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 04-30-04 3 355-358
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 10-22-15 4 633-634
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 06-20-17 6 958-959
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 07-24-17 6 1004-1005
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 02-21-18 6 1056-1057
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 04-05-18 6 1085-1086
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DISTRICT CASE NO: CR03-2156

THE STATE OF NEVADA vs MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO

DATE: JANUARY 26, 2022

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 12-21-21 7 1302-1303
CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 06-01-07 10 595-599
CASE ASSIGNMENT NOTIFICATION 04-22-20 7 1196-1197
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 05-03-04 3 359
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 06-05-07 10 604
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE OF APPEAL 10-22-15 4 635
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-20-17 6 960
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE OF APPEAL 07-24-17 6 1006
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE OF APPEAL 02-21-18 6 1058
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE OF APPEAL 04-05-18 6 1087
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — NOTICE OF APPEAL 12-21-21 7 1298
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL — RECORD ON APPEAL 12-16-15 5 689
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 05-03-04 3 360
CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL 06-05-07 10 605
CONFIDENTIAL LETTERS FROM FAMILY TO BE FILED UNDER SEAL 02-17-04 12 28-33
CONFIDENTIAL PSYCHOLOGICAL/SUBSTANCE ABUSE 01-26-04 12 1-5
EVALUATION TO BE FILED UNDER SEAL
DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 12-20-21 7 1294-1297
EX PARTE MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE APPELLANT'S 09-17-07 10 651-658
OPENING BRIEF AND APPELLANT'S APPENDIX IN THE DENIAL OF
THE PETITION AND SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF
HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)
EX PARTE MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE CONTINUED 01-08-07 12 44-51
SUPPORT OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)
EX PARTE MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE PREPARATION 05-22-07 12 61-67

AND COMPLETION OF THE EVIDENTIARY HEARING IN
THE SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION)
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DATE FILED
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EX PARTE MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION)

08-08-06

12

34-38

EX PARTE MOTION FOR FEES IN THE PREPARATION AND
COMPLETION OF THE REPLY BRIEF IN THE DENIAL OF THE
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION)

11-05-07

10

667-670

EX PARTE MOTION REQUESTING APPOINTMENT OF

DR. MAHAFFEY FOR PSYCHOSEXUAL EVALUATION IN SUPPORT OF
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

(POST CONVICTION) AND NOTICE OF INVESTIGATION OF
MELISSA BOTELLO

08-14-06

473-478

EX PARTE ORDER FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE APPELLANT’S
OPENING BRIEF AND APPELLANT'S APPENDIX IN THE DENIAL OF
THE PETITION AND SUPPLEMENT AL PETITION FOR WRIT OF
HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)

09-20-07

10

659-666

EX PARTE ORDER FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE CONTINUED
SUPPORT OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)

01-09-07

12

52-60

EX PARTE ORDER FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE PREPARATION
AND COMPLETION OF THE EVIDENTIARY HEARING IN THE
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION)

05-31-07

12

68-74

EX PARTE ORDER FOR APPROVAL OF FEES IN THE SUPPLEMENTAL
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)

08-23-06

12

39-43

EX PARTE ORDER FOR DOCUMENTS TO BE COPIED BY THE
WASHOE COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE IN SUPPORT OF THE
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION)

07-28-06

128-130

EX PARTE ORDER FOR FEES IN THE PREPARATION AND
COMPLETION OF THE REPLY BRIEF IN THE DENIAL OF THE
SUPPLEMENT AL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION)

12-17-07

10

671-674

EX PARTE REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS TO BE COPIED BY THE
WASHOE COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE IN SUPPORT OF THE
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION)

07-26-06

119-123

EX-PARTE MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL

03-06-06

95-100




APPEAL INDEX

SUPREME COURT NO: 83996
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR03-2156

THE STATE OF NEVADA vs MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO

DATE: JANUARY 26, 2022

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
EXTRAORDINARY WRIT OF MANDAMUS FOR THE RECUSAL AND 08-19-15 4 456-476
THE DISQUALIFICATION OF JUDGE POLAHA DEPT NO 3
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND JUDGMENT 05-31-07 10 591-594
GUILTY PLEA MEMORANDUM 12-11-03 2 140-147
INDICTMENT 10-08-03 2 1-5
INMATE REQUEST 10-30-03 2 129
JUDGMENT 04-07-04 3 262-263
JUDICIAL NOTICE 10-02-15 4 570-573
JUDICIAL NOTICE 03-02-16 5 796-817
JUDICIAL NOTICE 05-22-17 6 936-939
JUDICIAL NOTICE 02-28-18 6 1066-1067
JUDICIAL NOTICE 10-28-21 7 1254-1260
JUDICIAL NOTICE & AFFIDAVIT 03-17-16 5 898-901
JUDICIAL NOTICE (FED. RULE EVIDENCE 201) 10-31-18 7 1135-1139
JUDICIAL NOTICE AND AFFIDAVIT 07-21-17 6 984-999
JUDICIAL NOTICE TO DISTRICT JUDGE POLAHA FEDERAL RULE OF 04-06-18 6 1091-1093
EVIDENCE RULE 201
LETTER FROM DEFENDANT 03-16-16 5 871-875
LETTER FROM DEFENDANT 10-19-18 7 1133-1134
LETTER FROM DEFENDANT 02-21-19 7 1149-1183
LETTER FROM DEFENDANT WITH ATTACHMENTS 03-17-16 5 876-897
LETTER FROM THE DEFENDANT 11-30-21 7 1267-1269
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF 03-06-06 8 14-94
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST-CONVICTION)
MINUTES — ARRAIGNMENT 10-23-03 2 128
MINUTES — CRIMINAL PROGRESS SHEET 11-06-03 2 130-131
MINUTES — ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE 04-07-04 3 260-261
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PLEADING DATEFILED| VOL.| PAGENO.
MINUTES — ENTRY OF PLEA 11-06-03 2 132
MINUTES — EVIDENTIARY HEARING 05-11-07 10 590
MINUTES - MOTION FOR CHANGE OF PLEA 12-11-03 2 139
MINUTES — MOTIONS RE: MEDIA AND SEALING; RECUSAL OF 03-11-04 2 207
JUDGE AND MARITAL PRIVILEGE

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF CONFLICT-FREE COUNSEL DUE TO 04-21-20 7| 1184-1192
THE ABANDONMENT BY PETITIONERS CONFLICTED AND

COMPROMISED COUNSEL FROM THE WASHOE COUNTY PUBLIC

DEFENDERS’ OFFICE IN PETITIONERS (STILL PENDING)

PROSECUTION BY FELONY CRIMINAL COMPLAINT IN 2020

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL PURSUANT TO NRS 01-27-10 10 692
34.750

MOTION FOR IMMEDIATE ISSUANCE OF CONTEMPT OF COURT 01-10-18 6| 1027-1028
AND REMAND TO CUSTODY FOR WILLFUL FAILURE TO COMPLY

WITH COMMANDS OF NRCP RULE 45 SUBPOENA (DUCES TECUM)

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FOR A PAUPERIS 01-27-10 10 636
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 03-06-06 8 1
MOTION FOR PARTIAL DISMISSAL OF PETITION AND 10-09-06 10 484-497
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

(POST-CONVICTION)

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 10-01-15 4 569
MOTION FOR RECUSAL 03-06-06 8 101-104
MOTION FOR RECUSAL 02-18-10 11 827
MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT AT PUBLIC EXPENSE AND 05-17-04 3 362-364
SPECIFICATION OF ERROR

MOTION N.R.C.P. RULE 60(b)(1)(2)(3) RELIEF FROM ORDER 02-17-16 5 756-773
MOTION TO DISMISS 04-22-04 3 350-351
MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 07-24-15 3 399-401
MOTION TO MODIFY OR CORRECT ILLEGAL SENTENCE 03-12-21 7| 1201-1214
MOTION TO ORDER COURT CLERK TO FORWARD DISPOSITION OF 11-24-15 4 648-649

ALL RECORDS IN THIS COURT AND DOCKETING RECORD TO
PETITIONER
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PLEADING DATEFILED| VOL.| PAGENO.
MOTION TO SHOW CAUSE 08-21-15 4 477-481
MOTION TO STRIKE AND OPPOSITION TO RESPONDENTS MOTION 08-11-15 3 405-436
TO DISMISS PETITION FOR POST CONVICTION WRIT OF HABEAS

CORPUS

MOTION TO TRANSPORT 04-11-18 6| 1098-1100
MOTION TO TRANSPORT AND PRODUCE INMATE 11-15-21 7| 1262-1265
MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION, AND NRCIV.P. 09-22-15 4 506-560
RULE 9(b) FRAUD

NOTICE OF APPEAL 04-30-04 3 353-354
NOTICE OF APPEAL 12-20-21 7 1293
NOTICE OF APPEAL & DESIGNATION OF RECORD 04-04-18 6| 1082-1084
NOTICE OF APPEAL AND DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 10-19-15 4 629-632
NOTICE OF APPEAL AND DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 06-14-17 6 955-957
NOTICE OF APPEAL AND DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 07-21-17 6| 1000-1003
NOTICE OF APPEAL AND DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 02-16-18 6 1055
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE AND REQUEST FOR 45 DAYS TO FILE 06-27-06 8 109-111
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION TO RUN FROM JUNE 27, 2006

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF RESPONSIBLE ATTORNEY 08-13-15 3 444-446
NOTICE OF CHANGE OF RESPONSIBLE ATTORNEY 09-13-21 7| 1237-1238
NOTICE OF DISCIPLINARY HEARING AND POSSIBLE MOTION TO 07-17-06 8 115-118
CONTINUE SUBMISSION OF SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION

NOTICE OF DR. MARTHA MAHAFFEY’S PSYCHOSEXUAL REPORT IN 04-30-07 10 568-589
SUPPORT OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS

CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 03-04-16 5 834-847
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 03-19-18 6| 1074-1078
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 12-06-21 7|  1283-1289
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 06-12-07 10 645-649
NOTICE OF FILE REVIEWED AND POTENTIAL EXHIBITS USED FOR 07-26-06 8 124-127

SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)
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DATE: JANUARY 26, 2022

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
NOTICE OF INTENT TO INTRODUCE PRIOR OR OTHER BAD ACT 02-03-04 2 179-187
EVIDENCE AT SENTENCING HEARING
NOTICE OF INVESTIGATION AND AMENDED SUPPLEMENTAL 12-14-06 10 521-549
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION)
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF 07-13-05 3 376-378
ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO TRANSPORT 10-25-16 6 926-928
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO TRANSPORT PRISONER 11-15-21 7 1261
NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF APPEAL 06-30-17 6 978-979
OPPOSITION TO “MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT OF 09-25-15 4 563-565
CONVICTION AND NRCIV P. RULE 9(b) FRAUD.”
OPPOSITION TO MOTION 01-12-18 6 1029-1046
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 09-13-21 1243-1245
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PARTIAL DISMISSAL OF THE 10-17-06 10 507-515
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST-CONVICTION)
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 10-06-15 4 574-576
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO MODIFY OR CORRECT ILLEGAL 09-13-21 7 1239-1242
SENTENCE
OPPOSITION TO STATE'S INTRODUCTION OF PRIOR OR OTHER BAD 02-13-04 2 188-195
ACT. EVIDENCE AT SENTENCING HEARING. DEFENDANT'S MOTION
TO HAVE THE MATTER SEALED, TO RECUSE THE PRESENT
SENTENCING COURT, AND TO HAVE THE MATTER TRANSFERRED
TO ANOTHER COURT FOR SENTENCING PURPOSES.
ORDER 04-28-04 3 352
ORDER 06-01-04 3 365-366
ORDER 12-03-15 4 650-654
ORDER 03-15-16 5 854-859
ORDER 03-23-16 5 902-903
ORDER 06-27-17 6 968-974
ORDER 03-08-18 6 1068-1070
ORDER 09-06-06 9 479-480




APPEAL INDEX

SUPREME COURT NO: 83996
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR03-2156

THE STATE OF NEVADA vs MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO
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PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
ORDER 06-25-07 10 650
ORDER DENYING 1) DEFENDANT’S MOTION AND 2) APPLICATION 12-06-21 7 1275-1279
ORDER DENYING MOTION 12-10-15 4 658-661
ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 12-10-15 4 665-668
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO TRANSPORT AND PRODUCE INMATE 12-01-21 7 1270-1271
ORDER DENYING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 02-02-16 5 735-737
ORDER FOR RESPONSE AND APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 06-05-06 8 106-108
ORDER FOR RESPONSES 01-13-16 5 693-695
ORDER FORWARDING DOCUMENTS TO DISTRICT COURT 05-16-17 6 929-931
ORDER GRANTING IN FORMA PAUPERIS 02-17-10 11 823-825
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF COUNSEL 09-13-05 3 388-390
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION AND DENYING 09-16-15 4 491-502
MOTION TO STRIKE
ORDER PARTIALLY DISMISSING PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION 12-29-06 10 550-558
RELIEF
ORDER REGARDING MOTION TO ORDER COURT CLERK TO 02-02-16 5 720-731
FORWARD DISPOSITION OF ALL RECORDS IN THIS COURT
AND DOCKETING RECORD TO PETITIONER
ORDER REGARDING PETITIONER’S FILINGS 03-15-16 5 863-867
ORDER STAYING PROCEEDINGS 10-08-03 2 9-10
ORDER TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 06-05-06 8 105
ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 04-12-07 10 565-567
ORDER TO RESPOND 07-28-21 7 1231-1233
OTHER - DOCUMENT FROM DEFENDANT ENTITLED 04-02-21 7 1218-1227
"JUDICIAL NOTICE TO CHIEF JUDGE, AND COMPLAINT AGAINST
COURT CLERK AND DEPUTY CLERKS, ET AL..."[SIC]
PETITION FOR EXTRAORDINARY WRIT OF MANDAMUS 12-10-15 5 672-688
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 03-06-06 8 5-13
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 01-27-10 11 693-822
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PLEADING DATEFILED| VOL.|  PAGE NO.
PETITIONERS MOTION FOR WRIT OF QUO WARRANTO, AND 12-28-11 11 833-869
SUPPORTING MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO

DISMISS FOR LACK OF SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

PETITIONERS MOTION TO CORRECT CLERKS ERROR AND, AS A 03-06-12 11 870-874
MATTER OF LAW, ISSUE A DIRECTED VERDICT FOR PETITIONER

(DECLARATORY RELIEF)

PRESENTENCE REPORT 02-11-04 12 6-27
PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 06-04-12 3 393
PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 07-31-12 3 396
PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 08-22-12 3 398
PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 02-17-10 11 826
RECEIPT OF GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 10-20-03 2 127
RECEIPT OF GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPT 04-06-04 3 259
REPLY AND OBJECTION TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR 10-15-15 4 599-623
RECONSIDERATION

REPLY AND OBJECTION TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO VACATE 10-09-15 4 580-593
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION FOR NRCIV.P. 9(b) FRAUD.

REPLY AND OBJECTION TO ORDER FORWARDING DOCUMENTS TO 06-02-17 6 941-954
DISTRICT COURT

REPLY AND OBJECTION TO RESPONSE TO PETITION FOR 02-19-16 5 774-795
EXTRAORDINARY WRIT OF MANDAMUS

REPLY IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S OPPOSITION TO STATE'S 02-20-04 2 197-205
INTRODUCTION OF OTHER BAD ACT EVIDENCE; DEFENDANT'S

MOTION TO SEAL; AND ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO

RECUSE AND TRANSFER CASE

REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PARTIAL DISMISSAL OF 10-26-06 10 516-518
PETITION AND SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF

HABEAS CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION)

REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS, AND OPPOSITION 08-13-15 3 439-441
TO MOTION TO STRIKE

REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 08-25-15 4] 482-487
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 08-18-05 3 386-387
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 08-13-15 3 442-443
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REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 09-22-15 4 562
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 10-14-15 4 594-595
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 10-19-15 4 624-625
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 01-14-16 5 699-700
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 01-15-16 5 707-709
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 01-15-16 5 713-716
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 03-02-16 5 818-825
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 03-02-16 5 826-833
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 03-10-16 5 851-853
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-16-17 6 935
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 02-15-18 6 1050-1051
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 10-08-21 7 1249-1250
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 10-26-06 10 519-520
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION 11-15-21 7 1266
REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT 06-01-07 10 600-603
REQUEST, AGREEMENT AND ORDER FOR PRE-TRIAL RECIPROCAL 01-26-04 2 175-177
DISCOVERY DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY
RESPONSE TO MOTION GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS ALL 05-16-17 6 932-934
CHARGES
RESPONSE TO PETITION FOR EXTRAORDINARY WRIT OF 02-03-16 5 741-752
MANDAMUS
RETURN 10-09-06 10 498-506
RETURN OF NEF 07-24-15 3 402-404
RETURN OF NEF 08-13-15 3 447-449
RETURN OF NEF 08-13-15 3 450-452
RETURN OF NEF 08-13-15 3 453-455
RETURN OF NEF 09-16-15 4 503-505
RETURN OF NEF 09-25-15 4 566-568

10
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RETURN OF NEF 10-06-15 4 577-579
RETURN OF NEF 10-14-15 4 596-598
RETURN OF NEF 10-19-15 4 626-628
RETURN OF NEF 10-22-15 4 636-638
RETURN OF NEF 10-28-15 4 640-642
RETURN OF NEF 11-13-15 4 645-647
RETURN OF NEF 12-03-15 4 655-657
RETURN OF NEF 12-10-15 4 662-664
RETURN OF NEF 12-10-15 4 669-671
RETURN OF NEF 12-16-16 5 690-692
RETURN OF NEF 01-13-16 5 696-698
RETURN OF NEF 01-14-16 5 704-706
RETURN OF NEF 01-15-16 5 710-712
RETURN OF NEF 01-15-16 5 717-719
RETURN OF NEF 02-02-16 5 732-734
RETURN OF NEF 02-02-16 5 738-740
RETURN OF NEF 02-03-16 5 753-755
RETURN OF NEF 03-04-16 5 848-850
RETURN OF NEF 03-15-16 5 860-862
RETURN OF NEF 03-15-16 5 868-870
RETURN OF NEF 03-23-16 5 904-906
RETURN OF NEF 04-05-16 5 908-910
RETURN OF NEF 05-20-16 5 914-916
RETURN OF NEF 06-20-16 6 923-925
RETURN OF NEF 06-20-17 6 961-963
RETURN OF NEF 06-27-17 6 965-967

11
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PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
RETURN OF NEF 06-27-17 6 975-977
RETURN OF NEF 07-19-17 6 981-983
RETURN OF NEF 07-24-17 6 1007-1009
RETURN OF NEF 08-02-17 6 1011-1013
RETURN OF NEF 08-18-17 6 1016-1018
RETURN OF NEF 09-13-17 6 1024-1026
RETURN OF NEF 01-12-18 6 1047-1049
RETURN OF NEF 02-15-18 6 1052-1054
RETURN OF NEF 02-21-18 6 1059-1061
RETURN OF NEF 02-28-18 6 1063-1065
RETURN OF NEF 03-08-18 6 1071-1073
RETURN OF NEF 03-19-18 6 1079-1081
RETURN OF NEF 04-05-18 6 1088-1090
RETURN OF NEF 04-09-18 6 1095-1097
RETURN OF NEF 04-17-18 6 1103-1105
RETURN OF NEF 05-15-18 6 1107-1109
RETURN OF NEF 05-15-18 6 1115-1117
RETURN OF NEF 06-06-18 7 1122-1124
RETURN OF NEF 09-24-18 7 1126-1128
RETURN OF NEF 10-09-18 7 1130-1132
RETURN OF NEF 01-18-19 7 1142-1144
RETURN OF NEF 02-13-19 7 1146-1148
RETURN OF NEF 04-21-20 7 1193-1195
RETURN OF NEF 04-22-20 7 1198-1200
RETURN OF NEF 03-12-21 7 1215-1217
RETURN OF NEF 04-02-21 7 1228-1230

12
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PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
RETURN OF NEF 07-28-21 7 1234-1236
RETURN OF NEF 09-13-21 7 1246-1248
RETURN OF NEF 10-08-21 7 1251-1253
RETURN OF NEF 12-01-21 7 1272-1274
RETURN OF NEF 12-06-21 7 1280-1282
RETURN OF NEF 12-06-21 7 1290-1292
RETURN OF NEF 12-21-21 7 1299-1301
RETURN OF NEF 12-21-21 7 1304-1306
RETURN OF NEF 01-03-22 7 1308-1310
RETURN OF NEF 01-20-22 7 1313-1315
RETURN OF SERVICE BENCH WARRANT 10-14-03 2 11-13
SECOND REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-22-17 6 940
STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR CONTINUANCE 01-30-04 2 178
STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR CONTINUANCE 02-24-04 2 206
SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 08-08-06 8,9 131-472
(POST CONVICTION)
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 05-03-05 3 371
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 06-20-16 5 918
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 09-13-17 6 1020
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 05-15-18 6 1111
SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 06-11-08 10 680
SUPREME COURT CLERKS CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 06-06-18 6 1119
SUPREME COURT NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR 08-22-12 3 397
SUPREME COURT NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR 02-13-19 7 1145
SUPREME COURT NOTICE OF TRANSFER TO COURT OF APPEALS 04-05-16 5 907
SUPREME COURT NOTICE OF TRANSFER TO THE COURT OF 10-09-18 7 1129

APPEALS
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SUPREME COURT NO: 83996
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR03-2156

APPEAL INDEX

THE STATE OF NEVADA vs MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO

DATE: JANUARY 26, 2022

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION 06-04-12 3 391-392
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION 01-18-19 7 1140-1141
SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING REHEARING 07-31-12 3 394-395
SUPREME COURT ORDER DIRECTING TRANSMISSION OF RECORD 11-13-15 3 643-644
SUPREME COURT ORDER DIRECTING TRANSMISSION OF RECORD 01-20-22 7 1311-1312
AND REGARDING BRIEFING
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 07-19-17 6 980
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 08-18-17 6 1014-1015
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 09-13-17 6 1021-1023
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 04-17-18 6 1101-1102
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 05-15-18 6 1106
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 05-15-18 6 1112-1114
SUPREME COURT ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 06-06-18 6 1120-1121
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 04-05-05 3 367-369
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 05-03-05 3 372-375
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 05-20-16 5 911-913
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 06-20-16 5 919-922
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 05-19-08 10 675-678
SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 06-11-08 10 681-685
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 05-06-04 3 361
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 10-28-15 4 639
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-27-17 6 964
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 08-02-17 6 1010
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 02-28-18 6 1062
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 04-09-18 6 1094
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 09-24-18 7 1125
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APPEAL INDEX

SUPREME COURT NO: 83996
DISTRICT CASE NO: CR03-2156

THE STATE OF NEVADA vs MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO

DATE: JANUARY 26, 2022

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO.
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 01-03-22 7 1307
SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-11-07 10 644
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 05-03-05 3 370
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 06-20-16 5 917
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 09-13-17 6 1019
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 05-15-18 6 1110
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 06-06-18 6 1118
SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 06-11-08 10 679
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — ARRAIGNMENT / CONTINUED — 11-20-03 2 133-137
OCT 23, 2003
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — CHANGE OF PLEA — DEC 11, 2003 12-22-03 2 148-168
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — ENTRY OF PLEA—NOV 7, 2003 01-12-04 2 169-174
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — HEARING ON MOTION - 03-31-04 3 208-258
MARCH 11, 2004
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — OCT 8, 2003 10-20-03 2 15-126
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — SENTENCING — APRIL 4, 2004 04-13-04 3 264-349
TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS — WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 06-12-07 10 606-643

(POST CONVICTION) MAY 11, 2007
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-019

130 Pages
3585

23 am
1E| ORFT

CaseNo

Sh S ORONAL e e

DI0IN2T AMIG: 1€

. HOWARD
IN THE St Lol ' CieR
D JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THe-Y; ®
‘ , -UEPITY

STAT'EOFNEVADANANDFORTHECOUNTYOF GASHo e
o

19 12

0000014401
D BOTELHO

De

A

pi/27120

CRO3PZ156
MICHAREL TOD

pDistrict court

Washoe County

POST:
It

- DAL

weAe L o )
Petitioper, ) ' '
)' . PETITION FOR WRIT OF
. ; HABEAS CORPUS
.;[£§!!I§ :i EEEEI!EEEEEEE:1F‘;\. . 41:*,‘{.1)' . ; (]’CﬂlﬁﬂchIVIBtHBli)
Respondent. ; (NRS 34.720 et 5eq.)
)
INSTRUCTIONS:

(1) This |
ified l’allt':ILIIHIStt,Blﬂmﬁlﬂhyt"ﬁlli‘"liﬁhﬂll(ﬁfty]!anﬂtittgag,Eﬁi;niuit!r11.=1’=!itku"=',nlli

(2) l“hdlﬂknmal f | II
p‘qi:’L'la pe!nnnutulgnicuil IHD ‘vniI
teqpcct

fumished. If briefs or arguments
separate memorandum, . “M‘Wﬂmmmbmmdmﬂnﬁmm

) ' If you want an attorney
Request Wmted.youmm Affidavit
to Proceed in Forma Pauperis, Ymmhwmmmemdmn;sw“
the prison

complete the certificate 83 to
mmmmh&m;ﬁo?mm“mmmmmﬂwmm

4 You must name

Ifyouareina s respondeat the person by whom you

rk : ?}m institution of the department ofpnmy: ;;W or restrained.

lnal;:::;::ltﬁa 1""""“"""11!1!iuiﬂclii:inunluugyggl fthe the warden or bead of
dn'ectorofthedepammofm of the department but within its custody,

MY RPN
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(5) - Youmust include all grounds or claims for relief which you may have regarding your
cotiviction or seatence. Failure to raise all grounds in this petition may preciude you from
filing future petitions challenging your conviction and sentence.

(6) You must allege specific facts supporting the claims in the petition you file seeking
relief from any conviction or sentence. Failure to allege specific facts rather than just
conclugions may cause your petition to be dismissed. If your petition contains a claim of
ineffective assistance of counsel, that claim will operate to waive the attorney-client privilege
for the proceeding in which you claim your counsel was ineffective.

(1)  Whenthe petition is fully completed, the original and one copy must be filed with the
clerk of the state district court for the county in which you were convicted. One copy must
be mailed to the respondent, one copy to the attorney general's office, and one copy to the
district attorney of the county in which you were convicted or to the original prosecutor if
you are challenging your original conviction or sentence. Copies must conform in all
particulars to the original submitted for filing.

V11. 694
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e

Y I

PETITION -

1. Name of institution and county in which you are presently imprisoned or where and
how you are presently restrained of your liberty:

NNCC. 8 CaRSON @ukﬂ"e;r\lé’t/ﬂon

2. Name and location of court which entered the judgment of conviction under attack:

Second ludicial DISTRICT cou T, (WASHOE CounNTY

3. Date of judgment or conviction: ARl 7 2008

4.  CeseNumber __ CROD-> 1S( .

5. {a) Length of sentence:
NI LyfE o g0 LIFE 20 D LiEE (a1l _consecutrue)

6. ‘Are you presently serving a sentence for a conviction other than the conviction under
attack in this motion: NOo .

7. Nature of offimse involved in conviction being challenged:
Kb fy O
S. oS AT

8. What was your plea? (check one):
(2)  Not guilty

(®  Guilty >
(c) Nolo contendere

V11. 695
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9. If you entered a guilty plea to one count of an indictment or information, and a not
guilty plea to another count of an indictment or information, or ifa guilty plea was negotiated,
give details:
I ool / NeoR was T OALLoWED T Do So
BPY counsEL.

N(P10.  If you were found guilty afle a plea of not guilty, was the finding made by: (check

one)
@ Juay____
(b)  Judge without a jury

[ - 1. Didyoutestifyatthetill _ 1A
12.  Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction? Neg

j I

13.  Ifyou did appeal, answer the following:
() Nameofcourt: NEUANA = SoPREWE CoufY
(b)  Case mumber or citation: 432477
(€) Resait:

[ S

D . APPAL wWAS Dexied  Joac. wWAS AT RMWENS

14, Ifyw}dldnotappeal,mhmlrnﬂywhyyoudﬂmt

..

15.  Other than a direct appeal from the judgment of conviction and sentence, have you
previously filed any petitions, applications or motions with respect to this judgment in any
E court, state or federal? \]nse»: .
16. If your answer to No. 15 was "yes," give the following information:
(@ (1) Nameofcour: SECoRD Juoicil. DisTRiCT Co.uf*l“f
(2)  Nature of proceeding: fo+chiy e 10T o€ tafons (R Py @gm,wmm
(3)  Grounds raised:
15 L il DS COM‘S(‘S‘THié—_of T NEFYECTE
__ASSisTANCGE Y ceonsEL AS woll A4S Due PRICESS ClAm S,

V11. 696
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4

()
©)
@)

Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your petition,
application or motion? NES .

Result: v e fmt 11'5’

Date ofresult: mAY 11, 20877
Ifkmwn.cxtatmnsofanywnttmopnmnordateoforders
entered pursuant to such result:

(b)  As to any second petition, application or motion, give the same

{1) Name of court:
(2)  Nature of proceeding:
; : (3) Grounds raised:
Iy THhs 150y Secoptd  PeliTiond BEING  PRESENTED poGd .
. L Hobe T AusuieRNG Tihs PRoleRlY A8 wWe DoNT HAus d {RAwED
o Law LBRORY WoRKeR wiHe cay a1JE THS ANSLER .
) D:dyourecemanev:dmmryhearmgonmpehhon,
application or motion?
(5)  Result:
(6) Date of Result:
)] Ifkmwn.cﬂatio-orwnttenopnmnordntaofordm

ancredp_tmmttomd:mﬂt.

()  Asto anythird or subsequent addmomlapphcahons or motions, give

the same information:
: (1)  Name of court:
i (2) Natare of proceeding:
(3) Grounds raised:
(4) Dﬂyoummevﬂenuarthmgonyompeuﬁon.
; apphcatwn or mutmn?
(%)
(6) Date of Resuit:
¢ Iflmown,c:tmonsorwrmenopm:onordateoforders
entered pursuant to such result:

V11. 697
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LI
- —

(d)  Did you appeal to the highest state or federal court having jurisdiction, the
result or action taken on any petition, application or motion?
(1) First petition, application or motion? __ Y& ©
Citation or date of decision: _ MAY b 2009
(2)  Second petition, application or motion? N /oy
" Citation or date of decision:

(3)  Third or subsequent petitions, applications or motions: Zﬁ
Citation or date of decision:

(¢) Ifyou did not appeal from the adverse action on any petition, application or
motion, explain, briefly why you did not:
N &

17.  Has any ground being raised in this petition been previously presented to this or any
othnmmbywayofpehhnnﬁrhabuamrmm,mMn.apphuﬂonormyotherpost-
conviction proceeding? If so, identify:

(a) 5Wl:m-.hcofl'.l:n:gﬂ.'mntlsml‘.l:esmne:

N\ E

{(b)  The proceedings in which these grounds were raised:

SecopiD JubDicial, DiSTRCT CouRT. 0 TH A sVADENTIARY Hanpiie-

AT THEN 1 COUNSE g 93 &

Coupr Td UXHAUST STIE EEMSD;:'

(c)  Briefly explain why you are again raising these grounds:
DecAuse MY Due PRocg=s iuas DENIED foby THE ofpRTuan Ty

T2 _Be Able 1o @ AusT  smTE REWMEDY wis Deniep BY

MEUADA  SuPPelE cowpl SO PELT R taNTE Cihaial

CoLRT  AwD WS bt Told T &Ltwbrgr BACK (nf
CoulT THuS , BENG Folcep Re- Resemr MY

el 2 To_ ATEM nr o _gXHay ot STATE RaweDT A&Aw

V11. 698



' V11.699.

18.  Ifany ofthe grounds iisted in Nos. 23(a), (b), (¢) and (d), or listed on any additional
pages you have attached, were not previously presented in any other court, state or federal,
list briefly what grounds were not so presented, and give your reasons for presenting them.

VNG u . (o AW ‘ val (@46 £S5
WnlATen wihcH HAD TRE 40D DiRecT cemese thapmfal
Consc@Rumicas Il Reg arl T MY ofGual Potimw

o _UAREAS (Torepus AS well As Bens DimiED

The offegTuniTy To Fully eNiAusr my STATE Remeby.

19.  Are you filing this petition more than 1 year following the filing of the judgment of
conviction or the filing of a decision on direct appeal? If so, state briefly the reasons for the
delay.

T A sl Wb THE oG esal oNE Yerig Res 7R IcT/onS

B AUSE OF _HMbos THIS whS Dopig @ oAE B THE S1ATe | AS
uptl comME  auT N colubT. T BePe TS ﬂdsweﬂ PLAKES S EAS

20. Do you have any petition or appeal now pending in any court, either state or federal,
as to the judgment under attack? NT .
If yes, state what court and the case number:

21. GMthemofmhaﬂoMWhorepresemdyuuintheprooeedingr@hhgh
your conviction and on direct appeak:

Cublic Db ER - S el su\\{uhu { Pt CongyicT m\

Papiie BTentDeR o hipecT APl - dolns Reese Peyy

fa £ MEVED  ATTER SR 1) rhonl ~ @OnRLLD ] )
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SEE ACCOMPANYING MEMORANDUM OF
(a)} Ground one:

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES FOR ALL CLAIMS FOR RELIEF AND FACTS

Supporting FACTS (Tell your story briefly without citing cases or

law.): IN SUPPORT THEREOF.

(b) Ground two:

Supporting FACTS (Tell your story briefly without citing cases or

law.):

{(c) Ground three:

Supporting FACTS (Tell your story briefly without citing cases or

law.):

(d) Ground four:

Supporting FACTS (Tell your story briefly without citing cases or

law.):

WHEREFORE, petitioner prays that the Court grant him relief to which he may

be entitled in this proceeding. 74

/s
Executed at Lovelock Correctional Center on this d‘d;y of
AANuARy 2010
N/A Michael T. Botelho #80837
fol ‘-;:.I_:':;;“_-.__,.,;_-7.“, --",_.__ --__,,_ P "A'.':'_'-"I;_-.'_""~’f’-' N i;! C,C_

Signature of Attorney (if any)

ﬂ?»$&9adfc}7?;/ww/"8‘?1232L
Petitioner , TR LRC S8

Attorney & Address of Attorney

8 V11. 700
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‘ VER.L.E\LBI!QM- . —
LN DER_PERALTY _F_PeRrIuRY_, _THE UNDERSIGNED DeEclafes

) e e

THAT_HE_1S THE_PERTNONBER_NARD_N_THe_FoRE GO K6 _LETTIonN_AND_

KNOUWS_THE_C on TENTS_THERELE,-TRAT_THE _MEADNG IS TRUEAND_
LCORRE.LT_oE_H S _OWN_KN.OWILEGE,_EXCELT_AS_TO_THOSE_MATIERS

STATED_ON_IN.FpR MATION _AuD_BELIEE , AND_AS T SucH_mATIERS_WE

BeEUEVES THEM o BE_TROE ..

. . Whest 124

Pgraﬁo)ue'l? ; ra Peo SE

LRRTIRcATE oF SeRVICE_BY_ _mMail.

T _DO_CERTIEY_THAT_T mallEd_A_TRUE_AVD_CORRBCT._CoPY s e

Slo

: ON__TH.LS._.;;_Q_D:E\?{_DE..\Ah(u.é\Rf 200N\ B PIACING __SAME_INTD. ZIHE__HALDS

OF_PRISON (at_LiBRARY _STAFE FoR _Postané N THE_ WS At RUuRSuANT

1To_wW.R.ch_B

NEvVADA_ATTORNEY GENER AL

\oo N CARSON ST

C ARSON_C UTY., N8 7012 471

LRSS HGE cbaMW‘bLsrmcf-wo'ﬂm'e\é
Pew. Dooa3 .

REND, V. 8852023 e03

Al 1D #3837
_ Y/ — \
JCHAEL T BoTELHO
PEliTIsnEE ., Tn_PRo _SE.
/1 |




V11. 702

GRouND. OwE,

THE._STATE COURT APPEALS PROCESS WS INADEGUATE TO_ PROTECT.

femgagssJm&aﬁuﬁzLxa&ggmmggx:ﬁu;sgﬂgjmﬂnghx AND

Pﬁmx—.b_ﬁ_\s_bga_&!an_cf._ssm_mg\.mgﬂ_&im&ﬁda FHAND

URTEENTH_AMENDMENTS fo THE (NMED STATES (DNSTOWMON ~

A.on IuRE 30 2006, CounSEL MARLAL WhLSoN, (AS_ABPONTED To'

RE PRESENT _PETITioNER_AND His PETITioed R WRITGF LhBeas (cRMS RosTailicTion)

W

EEJE»{-JA18;1'_5,_0_&_&uﬁustrj_,,Loo_L__ _COMNSEL_FEUED a_suPPliMenTA EE_P_E‘,DI:Q_NW;

W T TAE_SeLoND_JubiCial_DISTRICT COURT BY RarsinG Tulo \SSues  SEE ExHIBICT

oW ot

B._AN_EVIDENTIARY VERRWG. (1AS_HELD_MAY |\, 2co. SEE. Ex et C. co UNSEL.

THENINEoRMED_PETTioNER,_THAT SHe_ Would APPCAL A LL,Jfa_s_u;iaé%Rﬁis_ED_'is_ma._

OfRieiNAL_PETTion INCLUTIMG_THE_TWo _Sue  RAGED (K MeER_Sueplimenral

TEhTown

1w SEPRMBER_2007, PPN Toden _RECIEVED ANEAL BRIEF ERoM (OUNSEL inl ulehicel

BE_RAISED_ oY onlE SelBlE _SSUE _To THE_NEUADA_SUCREME _CouRT_ew

FENTion ERG_BEAALE: SEE Bl @t D, on 4wl 9, 2007, PERGLAER (ARSTE A

ol M) OrGE_(ETER _TD_COUNSEL REGUARDING BER_GALMRE_To_wlclube_ ALl __

THE_&S_(.LE_S_,_&&LSED_LM&B_Q&\G-_(,M.é».LM&I@.&LM.&&?E&LWMﬁE_MEIM&QQ' |

[

SLEREME_COURT_Fol _EXHARSTIoN_OF STAT E_REMEDY. SEE ExiiB 1T E . THeRe
WS N ANSINER. oR RESPNSE BY counsel, MARILocu_wllson AFTER THE

NEVADA  SuCREME_COURT. DENIED_HiS_PETITIoN, PEXMenlER WaoTe THREE (2)

PAGE. LET_TPE'FZ._.TQ_CQQSSEL_RF::_&U-ESE\_&G._HE&*TO#E&LE_H_E\QIJQH_R&_REHEB&&G__

m_ﬁL@sues.i &;&E_Cﬂ&wm__%ﬁﬂo n_foR _E X HA usit'(_o&_o.E_SJKVE_KEm@_Y-__

5E£_E_:sﬁs_ej,\'___F-

TRERE _WAS NO_RESGNSE oR .G Ms_um%..msD_&s_&_&gsuqra,ﬁz_ﬂaum___

ATRe eTED._To_AsSIsT__PETITIoNER (N_A MEAAAGEAL. WAY TO G HAUST. THE

1SS0 ES -No \,.\_R{-}«_\sai._\ WNTRs_PETTR ocgﬁ-*c,o_uré*s_ef_l.‘{:_&:’_tm oS Fell BELOWw

| ' _ —VIL. 702
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N : ) .
THE_STANDARD. SET_FouRiH. . STRAC L THUS , PRECLUDING.

THE_RE SEOMDENTS _ASS eRMon_of_Any_CLAW_QECUARDING__WNTIMELY FwinG _ANDIloR

UNREASSHABLE DEAANY (1 PRESENTING _THE_(SSUES of THIs_PEMTlaN, BECAUSE

T _wbS_CLERRLY. Counl SELS CAWLT_AND THE PETITONER _CANNIT BE_ Rl

RESLoMSIBLE DLE To dis 1r:f\i\_%lL.lf:t’_‘tb_ak\'{ﬂu?:.'t’_mC_STﬂ'[E__REWLED"f

DuinG THe LAST_APPenl m__s-rﬁTt_COuRT_PRQLeEb NG S

R.onv_acrtoreR 3.2 ooJ,_eemtﬂoN FR_SLBMTED _A_MOTon_FoR_LOTHDRAWL_0F

ATTORNEY_oF_ RECORD_AND. A _REGUEST TO_EWE _SuPPLUNENT Al _APPEAL _iN_QPRO_SE_

i it
To_THe _MNEVADA __SULRENE_COURT. SEE._ExBi _GJ_mEWNeyab A_SupremE__COURT .

ORDERED, DENKAG_RETTIONER'S_MoTIoN_fof_ W TRDRAWL _CF_APBEUATE_Counsel

. . ot
AND_HIS_REGUEST To Bk _SufPLmEsTAL_ARCERL _BY ofDERING THAT We.

CoNCLUDE_TOAT_APPELLANTS _ ConmTeNTIonS_Do_NoT_fisE_To_ THe _(BVEL_OF

ADEAUATE _ € AUSE. R REMGUAL_OF_COuUNSEL _AND_WE_DECLWNE_To_GRAAT

ALPELLANTS REGUEST T Renoe._His S8 CoRRENT CAUNSEL _ . ws

r
-~

DECLINE IO CRpaNT _ Haad_PERMILS SIo_To_Tile FuRTHER DocumMaenT S_m_oyr&{:sﬁ._

pERSOM..,... ACCoRIANG LY, wWeE_DIRECT_THE _CLERK_OF THIS ORI Te RETLUR N'_)_

AN LED, THE _pRo Peﬂ_p maqu_b OCUMBNTS  REC(EVED enl SERTEMBER
28, 26507 568 EXHIDIT "

FoR_THis. REASCN  CETMoNER ] As_g&eUEmzb_Eepm_E HAausTiom oF

THE_ISSLES_AS_ PRESENTED (o _THIS PEXTonl, AuD.-RE. WhAS_foRcED Tb TAWE

ACTion N_THE_EeDERA L DISTRET. COURT_COu RT__BY FllinG_A_Fenekal.

WRIT_oF VARBERS CaRPus PeliTion. On OcToper_2.8 2007 THE__fFEpERrAL

DISTRICT _COULRT_SSUED_An_ ORDER_DIRECTING_THAT THe ClAamwsS_ 1w His_

Ceperal_Petition_HAVE_NoT_BEan._ £X HAUSTED_THEOUGH THE_STATE_COURT._REmMEDY,

it 1

SEE _ExMaBit 1 _PelitroneR_ASS ERTS_THAT WS BOREAS CoRPUS. APPELIATE

2 . . V11. /703
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04

COUNSEL _bIAS_AN_DERCER_OF THE_CourT, WhEtN_PETTIONER TRE S_RCTION_To THE

i,

: NEVADA_SUPREME_COURT__REGUARDING. COUNSELS FAULURE T0 ASSIST Wuh " THaT .

THE_COURT_DISRECUARDED PETITIONERS_ ALLOGATONS_AND_IGNORED HWS_MoTtioNS

FLED Ll ITH_THE_COURT_BY_RETURNING. AL DOCUNENTS_To_ THE_PETToNER L TRouT

L FULNG. SEE_Ex i@yt . TN AODITIoN, TUE _NEVADA_SUPREME CoURT FURTHER ...

IDECLNED. To, Alow PETTIORER To_EX R RuST_TE _STATE_ _REMEDY_BY_DENY WG

Iy 4]

Tde

AlMs_REQUEST To_ FLE._cuPPLMENTAL_APPEAL . SEE_ExXHMBT_ . TRUS

{INEUADA _SURREME _COURT_FoRCED_ PETTIONER \NTO_A_CATCH_2Z_ POSITIoN |,

—y—

LU SHEN s CounSEL. ihs_NOT_(w THDRAWN AS_COUNSEL 0€ RECORD_AND THe

: P.ET\'S.\C:&ERS_DO.UAMEQIS_UJEIE_MJF_TO_&_F_kLU)_T)_\—_NEJO,_TE'\E_E&CTWTQM___‘c\E_ﬁt\.\_\.__.___

BAD_ALPOINTED_Counset y (2)_PETTMoNeR LIRS DENLED THE _OPfORTUNMTY. To_ Flle_

SLEPLIMENTAL_APRERL _AND_NBW_MUST_RAISE THE \SSUES PRESENT N TR~

HEXHAUWSTION_0F STRTE REMNEDY. PeTiTion! sR_wPE:_ERECLuDED_EQom_E\Lﬂﬁu STA0N

CETITIONM I WEHCH_NE LWAS_ FRCED. 0UT oF_THE_JuDICIAL_Rcess_oF

| oF_THE_STATE_Remedy _DURiG._ HS. f Ret_PeTm oN_FoR_WRIT oF HhbeRs_CorPus_

oST-CoNUICTION) ARPERAL .

THERE FORE , Tie _RESPONDENTS_CANNAT _CLALM TUAT_PETTIoNERS__PETITION

15_uNTIMELY__FLLED AND_HE_CANNDT_BE_HELD FoR _ANY_UNTIMELY_FUED oR _FILING.

OF_Tis_PET Tion_ NOR_WE (D PROCEDURALLY. BARRED UnDER_ STHTE AND ~

CEDERAL _HARERS_ CarPuS._ RULES_AND_PROCEGRES. .
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 GROUND | TWO

PETITIONER WAS_ DENIED DUE PRO(ESS W, VIOLATION OF TWe, -
F1ETH AND FOURTEENTH_MIENDIENTS To Tve UNCTED STATES.

CONSTTUTION WIEN THE SENTEN QNG COURT_ABUSED 115

DISCRETION_AND RELIED UPoN_PReTUDICIAL | FALSE | MISLEADING-
AND IMPALPRBLE._INFORMATION _RT_SENTENCING: HEARING

UKL _RE_SQ\IE.D_N_'&.\E_N%Lﬁhﬂﬂoﬁ_&u&\mogS.L‘(

A\fPoseD CoNse uITVE LIFE SENTENCES

.

S0 eeoag NG FACTSS PETTionNER HCQ&QDRETE S_aRAGINIAL VS SuE,

GROGND_THREE_ANTo_ TTHE _BooN_oF _TWia_ \sistant’ LA,

THE _SENTERC WG _Co@T_ouAS_ _CREIMDVED _WHEM 1T WAS SuBlecteh T

HIGHLY_INELA me_m:;é.&{-}ﬂ@m aDAC il PERIMRED TESTuMoNY_oF DET_CREG WERERRA.

COACBRMING _ALLEGED. DisclosuRES_MADE_BY PeTionERS_fuemeR SPousE

-

MmELisse. BotE L dos

APTER THE_ENTRY_OF_PET\T1oNERS_PLERS. , AND_PRIOR TO_SENTENUNG., THE._ STATE

T en_ NOTICE_oF TaTentT_To WTRODUCE_PRioR_oR_GTHER_BAD_ACTS BEUADENCE.

AT_SEnTENCING:  REARIN G, PetiTic NERS_ CouNSEL. _oRPOSEs TWE_NOTICE o_THE_couel

HELD_ A MEARING To_DETerminE_TRe_PREJLUDICIAL_AND. PROBATUE_EFFELT: S_(F e

PRCETERED _EViRENCE_THE_CRoSECLTion _ATTENRIED_Te_PRODUCE_AGAINST eTiTioNER

AT _senTENCING .. THE_ ConT SALTIMNATELY _AGARBED L (TH_RET Mo R _nd_THATY W 6

EXZUAEE._MELSSE_BATELRC  WoulD WNeT_RE_ALLOWED ToTESTEY AT SENTENCING

DUE_TC The MARITAL _PRAMILEGE _EXCE PTION . _HOWEVER | THE _COURT_DAD_ALLou

Ms . BOXELYOS_TESTHHtoNY_Th_RE_PRESENTER_THROUGHK A _THIRD_CARTY.,_A_PoliCE

OERICER  THUS_RELMING_ 6N _NOARSAY_ENIDENCE | WHAICK. PRECLADH_LETITIONER

TRoM u\g_wgéxgﬂo_};a_L;ﬁxcﬁTﬁ_m_m&E&o&ﬁtscu_ﬁnb_cﬁko_s_s;&x ANUNRATIGN_

A _WTMESS. THUS., WiAB LE _To_TEST_THE ACCURACY_OF THE_ENTIRETY_AND_THE

-

TRUTHEWINESS_ 0 THE ALLEGED  STRTEMENTS. THE_COURT__SHouLD NEVER WAvE Been
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S UBLECTES Tb_1 THE | REIN_OF_Del. HCRCRRA_S TE‘&TLN@M“{ A 1T EEELATE“S

TO_THE m-F\RlT.ﬂL_C.oﬂ'\ MU CATION.S B_ej_w,_gr_—:ﬂ PETITonER AaD__HLS T‘t%e_NFSPnuSE.

MELSSA _GoTerno,

_THE TE sT1MoN L oF DETECTIVE RERERRA_WAS HIGHLY. PREAUDICIAL AND U=

PROVEN_FoR_TRUTHEANESS,. THE_COouRTL WA _SuRIECTED_TO_THE TESTLMeNY,

BOTH_AT_SENTeNCMG_AND W THE. (onNTENTS: of HE PRosEcuTions  NOTICE

O TN pomnt_xde  TESToonY.
. Y

DETECTIVE_WERERRA_TESTIELED_AT. THE SENTENCE WoARWNG. As_ Follaowss

A [DET_herer R ATl SUe STAED THAT MCWREL BOTELNe WAl BEEN BAVING

ThESE - <= BAD_BEEN_KAVING THESE FANTASIES EVER SCEe_TREX WwerRe

AR RIED_, DURING TE_EARLY A0S

[ -

-

P\_sue_-mmab_..&hour_\’r‘msﬂfsxes_ms (-_ém“t&,s\iﬁ., _.F-ADN.E\PP\&G__P.\_‘&D MG

HRL_AND_MAING. SEX WITH_THE NOUN G ARL_FoR ==~ ANYTHANG WE_WANTED

To Do

: f_éﬁ_m&ﬂ&@\.ms_cf_s.@g‘ﬁ;ﬁcmlQf\,&&&\x.:_ﬂ.,_ZOGH-\_EQGcf,_a&_‘_uL\Las_,E-_\E\)_.___

OIF\CER_HERERR A_WAD_TO_RE CANT_LATER _CoNCORNING_ HAS TESTAUVCNY

1 i v
Cons CERING.__DisMEMBERMENT__AS_FollousSs

LN

) : ' . I
Q-[BY_ DemENSE COuNSEL J_AND_sHE_NEVER _MEMTIoNS_DISMEMBER i

?
THE _SECOND _Tele Pione _inTeRMIBW ¢

Td. av_face_Gl_ Ligs Y-S
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0. [DET_dereReA 1 tuats_CoR RECT.

Td. ar_face. 51 Lwe o,

THE _SesTENCinG.. Cou®T _Wwhs_SudlEcTed To A QLeTHoRA_oE M ACEURATE

AND_TRCTUAILY  UNTRWE INFoRMATIN DEEMED. Maaii _(5 REJuDICIAL To PERTINER

WHERE N THE _CoulT UWLTIMATELY. (MPoSED A_NARSH_SenToncs GaseD afod THe

ERGoNELS | PERALRED_TEST MO M?_ﬁ_wgmﬁu_ammf

AODITewALLY. ‘;rae_sewreﬁam G COMRT_NAS_BUBIE LD T © gRfoNESUS

N

WEe R AT Conte r:LE‘D__'\N_'Y_H eémﬁ*&ﬁig‘iib?_mj%mﬁgb T T

ALEGED DRI BAL_ACTS_EVIDENCE | AS THE PROSECHTION DELNERTED

TROR_MNOTCE _as_Seliolsss

PRIOR T i TERNI EWI n & _DEreEnD ST, et _aeﬁ\m_mu_«&ea e.v;i:_m&.a m@m ol

Fdlom_‘bermbﬁﬂ'rs %mt(ﬁ_,mgussh BBT&'LM\IHP\T_Y:_LEEQNDRUT WAD

SERLAL_FANTRSIES _of_ RARING. AMD _Dis. MNEM SR, NE A YourlE GLR\ .

B MO E tF AWTENT_ o \TREDACE_BRIOR_oR OTHER Babd _ACTS_EnibDENCE

AT sepienc G _Yehawé v Lo TS ﬁi,_zmg.,_?aﬂc;e_z_\_u NES \R-2T.

THe _sewnten L\l&cs_c,ngw.&e_E&m:{_ﬁ_x MNEO RMATION tiiel_ vYis Been

_P&w Enl_unn TR\J\L)_M THAT_Lenition2R_NEUER _Divuleed_iNFoR onTs nM.,_,QMQ%_RETA{NS_____

. r 1 ) -
WNF R QTN RECAARDI NG RAPIN6_AnD DISMEMBER NG A_YouG_GRL,  HowsveR,

TS_couwlT. REGCASED_REPERTED_REQUEBESTS TRoMmcounlSel._To KECUSE

TS ELE_AAD_DECIDED fom?mbc_ezeb;u;gxﬂﬁas__mam me\e" oF_THe_CRELudlenl,

RRENIS Le\mu\ﬁmﬂ‘{_(:ﬁl_&i\?\@_{-\ we G—Pf\'tmsis ._HowEUEﬁ_,TAEq¢QuM3 ALRG.&DL( —

PREJUDICED "amD_TranTEd., THE ] "BELL_COWDNT R U\NR\U\\G ]

R
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GRouND  Tugee

PETTIONER _WAS_TENIED _EFFELTIVE _ASSISTANCE _OF_COUNSEL- MROUGHR~

OUT_THE JUDACLAL._ROCEEDINGS_IN_VIBLATION _OF THE - SLwTH_ARD

FOURTEENTH NOENDMENTS To TWE UNCTEDL STATES _CoNstiutiond . -

A}

JS0RPeRTiNG EadisSt PETMoNER 15 _ANCoRfoRATWG _ORIGIHNAL _GROUNDS _ANTS

TVE _BoDY_ot_THUS_\SSUE.

JEXTRADRITIoN._PROCEEDINGS AIERE AumCANE_Soumbs

beTRIAL COUNSEL | Semn_SLLIWVAN, FAILLED_To_enSuRE_PenTionER'S__calforIA___

-

2. (OLNSEL _FALED_TO_EMDLRE_PENUT (onER _ifs_PRESENT Yol _GRAMD_IUWRY

{REMRING_AS _REGUESTED .

P PETCNONER WAS_NOTIEIED_CE_His_STATuo RY. RAGHT_To TESTER_W_AcCORDANCE

W NRS_TZ. 223 AnD_WRS.AT2.24). 7o BE _PRESENT TR _GRAND_Ave¥_InUESTEATER

_5ee_(_ Exa®er A)

JTuRY_SE E_CE&;B.\T_E)

B Tue _ERAND_IWRY_INVESTIGATIoN_Too k. _PLace. oN_0cT.8, 2002 Tdh. KL ORGE_2.

|ROWBVER, | PETEIONER. _uIAS_NOT_ALLOWED 6. ATVEND AND_aPPchR BefuRe THE_GReMD

PETITIONER _DESIRED_To_ARRERR REFoRE XHE _CRAND WRY_(n_Aal_ATENET_To

[PROMIDE_ENIDENCE _EF s mNoceNce oF_AT_LeNST_Son® _0F THE_CHARGES. PENTIoNBR

ALSe DESEED IO RE_PRESENT_aT_ e CRAND_JLRY_- DRaceedinGS _So THET WME_RNab

KNOULSLEPGE _of_ALL TESTimeA1al. EMIDENCE W TS _CASE , THUS ENADLNG TTHEL

PELTi oneR T MOKE A_AATonal imNTELUE 6T PECIBION_AS_ T Heus T PRoced.

3. IR\ _L-Couns.se L _GALED To_REPRESENT_DETTio NER _oR_ATEMET_To GsuRE.

(X CESTINVE L _BAL_INCRERSE_AGANST LeniTiondeR,, The _RECORD_S_CLoaR.

JPET T ionNER_RECEVED A_lubuc ALY _cound_Bol _Hea G _AS_THE EROSECUTIoN

r I

J-Con i CTED B X CORITE ) TR _THRE _Con®T_ (). SEERING_AND_ULTMATELY Canad G

tr [SY

—
/
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R, CoudSEL EALED To_EUE AND_PRE-TRIAL _MOTINS_SEERING Tl DiscoverY,

o SuPPRESS_PoTENTHRL INADIESL BLE_EVIDENCE, AND SEENG TO MBS

“

_BASTD_GN.ALL THe AUEGED_ERRERS. Cori CORNIN G6_PRE-TRIAL WeR@iINGS T, 6RAND

AURN_ | PRELMWARN_HERRIN G, B | ARRAMGNMENT, BTC..,

5. (ouNsel ERUED To_bRoPeRLY__REPRESENT_RETVTONER _AND ENSURE_fTToveR

RECEVED. THE_Full BENEFT_oE_PRE-TRIAL _\OARIRG S,

. tounsEL_SAWLD_To_ensune . RETionNER_LIAS,_PRESEWT_AT_ A\ labicial

WERRINGS, . _ . _ _

H SuRRouUND (MG TWE Al 6 TANT_CASE .

— #f]'_ﬁputd 5%L_FA\L@MTUM REPRESeNT PeTiTioneR _WHATSOEVER N MesT_tunlciaib

,Rﬁoc.e"v‘:té\t&es,,:\,?—...,__C-;RAMD_.\u-R%’,-?RDEER_ALL“:TT\C;E«_CU;KF_&%&F\_\GMMM_uﬁEER_&RSJJH.Lng;_

LY

[ 'E(:;PA@T €.__ B \_u\%memrsﬂ ETC. . o

8. counsel_FAaneDd To_intESTG ATE, oR IMRE_INVESTIGATOR. T0_SBCORE_FAcTS

H L AL MeD counSEL INVEBTIGATED | ME WOouLD_ HRAVE. CounD THAT Mucr o® THe .

DoCUM ENTART. AND _PHYSICAL _EVADBNCE_SuAR0unND NG THE_INSTANT_CASE_{S_TAINTED,

.e. ALTERED_DEFEND ANT. STRTEMENTS, LACK _0F PRofeR._ciiAin_6E_suieics (eastowd)____

R@.Tﬂéﬁéﬁee,tuﬁbmusssmz_,_%,wsw_&s__ac&saj%&sgﬁlﬂs_ﬁeom ,LZHQI?us__EQE';T_:MﬂL%

{PROCEEDINGS. LOHERE_COMNSEL uwieulD - WAVE DEDUCED TART_ TUERE_Exl STED INSUFE(C (ENT._

JEVIDENCE Yo mnukcf__eteni\odeR&oF_,&;_oﬁ_T WE_OFFENSES _AULCED__ BY_THE _PRasecuTioN.

Q. counsel EALED To_mVESTIG ATE. THE T/ _AND_CTHER_PoSS | BLE _PROSECUTION _

WANESSES W_AN_ATEMET Yo _ACBRTAIN _TRUTHEURESS o NMATIERS_ASSERTED. . .

0. CouNSEL. EALED To_REVIE u\?_PoLlcE;REpF?oRT‘.':_u;mc.\-\- —CotiThIN_EALSE _AND_ fMs- -

PERDING._STREMENTS. AS_well AS _A_LACK OF Cein_of CuSTobY of EVIDENCE.

MEMTLED . ARovE. - . e .
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ol CouUNSEL_EAWLED_TD. RENIEW. FoRE NAC_REPCRTS WO Do ot

CoNCULSWELY_BROVE _PENTIONERS. GuanT. -

NV CounNSEL EAILED_To WTeRNIEW. oR _OTHORWISE _CONVUERDSE WIFd__

JPETCTIONER _CoNCmRIIN G THE. AULEGED _FACTS. 0E.TRE_AUEGED _afeadSe(S)e

12, CouNSEL FALED_T0_SECURE_PResToeR alUc_eviDeNCE _To BE_UT\A\ZED_

ACAINST. PETITION BR AT TRIAL  Muek of Liied TWiud_ave BEeN_INADMISSIBLE

wT TRl . . e

I M. couNSel EALED To_RESEARCA_AND_INUESTIG ATE_THE _CIRLUMSTANCES _

SURROUNDING. THE_ SERRCH_WARR T _AND_How _USeS, Ry Polcs _DETECTIVES
TUAT_WAS . SERVED.Pon_PETETIONER S UFE_Fo PuREOSES. oF _SE CLeiNG_EVIDENCE .

I8 PETTionERs - PDECASION To RLEAD . GuiLTY._WAS_PREDICATED 0N INEFEEC TIUE

oM N TEUAGENTLY. AND_UDLUNTRRILY. MADE. e N

(CE_ATIORNEN-CLUENT._RELATIONSHIP_LOATH_PET T odER | HE_LouD _WAVE_BECIEVED

. ées_\srm\ice’_of__coumsu_ ,n&us,mawr\icf_?emno&m's_ GALTY_PLER S nNkNaw NG LN,

?

—

B PETTIoNER. DIS_NOT ERFECTIVELY. _WAWE_ANY_OF_THE_CoNSTRUTION ALLY_PROTECTED.

IREARINGS . I ENTRY oF - HS_GUAlTY_RLam (S). CounsSel S PMLURE_LBD To AN

JUNK RS cWiNG AND_WMINTELL GanT DL .
| B TRAL_CouNSEL _ERUED T PROVIDE .. A_MEANING Ful RS LATIoN SEP_UWTH THe__
RECTONER . COUNSEL. VISITED _ PETTIoNER_For oMLY A VERNY _SRoRT TINE_PRISR T

. Em&é_uéﬁﬁ%ﬂtﬂ 0@@?:5._61& LIY_PLEAS . WAD_counsel ATEMMID_To_cRERTE_ANY_MiND_

{INEo RMATIoN_FRom _RererioNsR 10 _BE_used_ WY TRIAL_FoR. A PROPER DereNSE_ .

L CouNSEL - aD. _NO_INTE NTION oM _ASSIETING_PelTioneR _AT_TRAL_As ;c;xmsa\._ ——

|BOLGHT_TO_ENTER_IMTO. SLEA . NEFOCMTIONS (NEDIATELY Fo LLoWiNG_ AfPonstmenT _oF

CounSel o 0N OCTORER \1, 2003, 1655 TH AN (Bludeks. AFTER BEING. APPANTED AS.

| CouNSEL | _AS_counSEL . SENT. A_LETER _To_ fRosecu™R Wevs Ann Villoria

o
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SEEKING A PLOA_A cReEmenT_{_PeritionNer WAl _REGUEZTED A_CoRY cE THE

ACTuAL_ETER_OR_NUMBEROUS_0cCASSINS.  BoTH_CounNsel AND THe SWTE______

JLAY_ENES __oN THIS_LETER \_Coun el _toulD NET_RosSABLY_MAKS_An_INFORMED_DECISI0A

ADAD_NET_PeSESS. TRE_CRTCAL _NecdSSA RN BVIDENCE. IAS AT _RESWTS_FRom THe

FALEY To_QRUIDE THE_RE Guus STED_DoCun eNT) +_Penmiod 6R_Mas YT D EVER.

JTo_ADMS E_PeTiTio MER o _ENTER. 1l To_ o A TY_PLOAG ) _toneEN _CounSel _DID_NOT_ATEND

JAFREMENTINED_PRE-TRIAL _LERR ING S « THERE RRE . CounN SELS _ADMCE_To_PETRTeNER

TO-ENTER G XY_RLERS . NERE . BASED_UPoN_A_LACK _¢F_EVIDENCE,, WAS_ERRONEDUS

JINELR M.

ON__EAltf_oF_CowSS_L.I-R.G&DE\QNG_?W:\’\DM@Pfs_&u.\.ur.\:'_&w'ﬁ."a_uﬂ ConNsTTWToNALLY .

b._CouNSEL _EALED_To_inForM_LeritioN sl _oh_tis_ABLIIY Yo _w\THDAAW. WIS

GuartR_Plens_ PR cR Ao_senTen c.mc_ka;ﬁe\!m.,

Ae_CounNsEL_SHOLLD_BAVE _INFoRMED _PETITIoNER _GE_RAIS_RIGAT_TO_ UL THRRAW .

e _PLen. ESPECRLLY_AT. THE _coNclu SAGN_OF: THE_CouRTe_HEARING L HERGIN A\T_WAS

TeTERNLED_TUAT THe _STHTE _WAS_GWenN_ THe_cRfalRTuniT_To_RRe s‘ém_‘(\-!\,e‘

LRMNNELCED_sfousal _communiCATI o] S_THROLEH _THE WeBRSAY. IESTuwuinlY__OF

DET. WeRERRA AT SENTENC AG.. COMNSELS _EAILLURE_TOo_nForm_PeToNER_oR_AcT__

4 ) .
O _PEnitoNERS_ BRENMMI_AT_THIS_c@TicAlL_STRoe ol oF_THE PRocGEDNGS WAS

TPREJUDVCIAL Xo_PENT o nER _AS_PexThionER _DESIRED_To_ L TH DRAW _HIS_Gud LL‘{;?LHS

ONCE__HE _LuAS_INFGRMED_THe_STATE W bu LD _Be ABE_To__PRESENT_THS suideNce_AT .

{NST_BE_RWY_To,

SENTENCING_THAT__Counsel _ApuiseD_PetiTion el TME _SeTenc G CoulT_tuauld

Perylic NER DESIRED, AND_CotfTiNL85_To DESIRE_TO_w (THPRAW. MG _Gmi LTy _PEAS_

1 Boasen _LPon _THE _toTALTY_oF_THE_Ci R . sTANCES _IN_THIS_PanTion - Petation ef

WOULD_\WNE INSISTED_0N_PRoc EEDIRG_TO_TRIA L _IN_AN_ATEMET_To_REC BUE_A

Vo V11. 711




V11. 712

IMGCH_LESS ER__SENTENCE _IMSTEAD._0F_FACING._A_ConRT__uiximatert _Bwased N

e P _AGaw, (o _RESAEVE_A_mucH_LESSER _SEWNTENCE AN B_Rus. pec) &EvEeb

NO_THENERTL_ RO enreRil 6 inTo_A_ QU _AGR SEMENT
B..Counlsel._REPORTEDLY 185 1STED THAT ReriNonER S Rouwi D TAKE

JEROM_THE _RECoRD.,-CoMn el iMORMED_Tdis__CoulT ol NUMEReuS

W

. .QCCA.%S\C:MS_GF_WS_.EEL\D.\&G-L(‘_'\L\RBEJ&.IR@ A\ _AND _waAs_TUeREFGRE_uwnNABLE _Fe

APPepR_on _RenALE_oF._ Pereio el _AT_SeVERAL_0F THE,__PRE-TRWAL_WMENR WES -

AS_OTTLnED  VNERe W _ABoNE .

Cr PertinneR s LERT_ LT _No_okTien _BUt_To _TAKE THE_PLEA _VERSuS

GOl 6 TO_TRIAL._ 1 TH _AN_STo. el EX__Lavo_u S A\ - CRE FARED_AND_WOMLD

NOT_ASSIST_LETNTonl ER a3 _A&__ReRsotlaBle _gvte cTIVE  MAMNER _BASED_oN

i
JCounNoELS _EALURE T 1N ESVAGATE,

P. LOUNSEL N EoRMED_ Qe TONER. THAT A JuRY_WouLDd_conNVIET _on_ AL

{COUNTS_IE_TREY_WERE.TO_ConueT_onN. ONE_(1)_CounT, THUS, CenitioneR

ANEEDED_Th_EnNTeR _A_GUILTE_PleR_ wReRE_HE._ulnmately Reciaed el fwe

b)) Newm Re.To_LFe.. (ouMsSeEl. ALSs InFolm BDﬂEéifleHR__MBF_Tﬂé_M_NOuLD-_

INoT_BE_Subie CWD_To_ AL THE_ALLECED_EACTS_ SouROMNDING THE _(NSTANT_CASE_AND.

JTHRETCRE . PEMTONER _WoulD REUEVE _A__MucH_LZ53eR_SeNTENCE Tranl_LLTinaTELY__

M0 SEDe THIS_AMOUATE_TO_CoE R Clonl WNERE (N RETIIo NER EATERE_A_ G LTY_tlen__

IBASED_on_MuS ~IN FER MATIoN _PRE SenTED_By_Coun SEL -

- CouniSEl_ERLed T PRESERVE_ISSUES _GBR_APEELATE ReviBW_PRICR T2

EMtRY_oF_PLen THEREFORE , RPEVTIONER _DID_WMOT_KNOWINGLY_wHVE_ANY_claimsS

| R _Reuer,
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A% COUNSEL. CLE AR SMOWED  Me_ NTERTON &§_To_WWE _PETT onER

I TNOVED_FoRWARD_ON _oCcToBER , 23

{SHo WS PETITIoA BR._ENTERED _NOT_ Gty RLsB S _on Al cOUNTS, THE BACT

TAKE_A_GUILTY_ PUR _BACK oN_6aT. T, 2023 ( PRIOR To_ARRAGNMBUTY__ .

mmcﬁéb_&\eemd_ﬂbg\ls,,_m“me_ccma sel_(WROTE_A_\LETER To_THE DISTRICT

|ATORNEY._REQUESTING. THAT MMS_CLIENT_WANTED. To. SLERD. GIMATR _AND Net_unsgl

3

103 Pk ARRAGNIOENT_te_DISTRICT cauRT_

—i-

AND_WLTIN ATEAN_ ConTINUED_ AT ONTAL _NOW- (o, 2003, _WHEREN T4 §_RECORD.._ . __

Y LN

THET_CouNSEL_ASRED. Folk_A_PLEA__MALEGEDLY _oni _RENTIONETRS BEAALT_on_’

QXL (7, 2oe3, PRICR IT_EVEN_BE18G AR AGNED. ‘_?RDVE’_S__\}'. e

P18 AGRN, CounSEL INFORMEN PeTTioNER 1E_WE_PLED_ G LT, HE_woulh REUEVE
JLESS_TWAN_THE MANDATORY . SENTENCE _AVALAELE UIRER_PREVAILING STRTWEBS \©_ .
T _ ERRaRED_A_GUAATY_PLER_DnE TO THE_FACT TWAT PERToNER. (D) Mak NGt WVORED

. s ROET T0_6. JURY.TRAL_ (2D Mt _NET. SUBLEcTED THE _ALLEGED_VICTWL INTG

TeSTIERING: AT A PSS Ble. JufY TRAaL AND. @) RETIToNER LOSUD_5_RLACED w._

st Qe BB _LGHT__CoSS\ 3G DEG: Qe TUE_SENTENCMNG _COURT_AND DUE To THE

FACT_OF COUNSELS PROMISE _of_THE. SEWTENCING COURT_BeNG__ABsoLvEd _of o E;

FACTE_SURROUNDING_THE 14 STANT _eEEew $ES._(econsEl lEorRMED_PaTtlioneR .

S e et M OF THE_ AEBVE . \NFoRMIATION | TAKEN ,,AS_EACTuF\L_5T€\.:\'E'mi3}.\T$__E>"‘c‘WTI\1\\S_.Pﬁmﬂaﬂsﬁﬂw
- AS THOLGH COUNSEL WAD_ TR 2T MDD now LEss _f_a_wsgse_sm;rgﬁ@j o BE__

JIMPOSED. | AS THOOGR (T__vmb_Been PRE- ARRANGED BY_CoursSBL on_BEAALE

— e |ieE RetrliznNER., |

- 20, CouUmSEL TS _CouRT AN THE_PRO SECUTION FALE TO_SBEM A .
| CoMRETENCH_ MERRANG_ N_ACCORDANCE WL TH_NRS AT . H oS _as_ PeliTioNBR_ __
W P\‘é_lASCGVLPETEJT_;TD__ME\Q_L\JID_\-\('&_GM_LTH_?LSB‘S;-%_ ___ _
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THE COMRT OKAY, _CoNCURRENT M EANS. THAT_TREX_CAN_ALL, BE_DoNe_TocerHed «
CoNSECUTIVE MEANS Yo Do oNE \THEN THE oTHER THEN THE OTHER THEM THE

OTHER _AND_SC_onde

Do_Yeu _unD ERS:(‘E\MD -

SEE _TRANSCRIPT.CE_PROCEEDINGS, cHALGE o PLEA, DeCemBeR _\\,_ 2003, PAGE: \M.\

Hou EVER ., THE_COuRT_EANS o INFRM_LETTLOoNER _0F THE_EACT_THAT_TWE

FCOUWRT_DAD_ DIscRETION _TO_IMMRSE _SenNTENCES. CoNSECUTIVELY _VERSUWS _CoNCuRRENTLY, .

ITHE _oNLY_REFERENCE. 16 CenNSE LUTIVE_VERSUS __Con CuRRONT _SerstenCBES_\S_T0E

DeeiTo N _0f _THE__TeRnming LGN NOT_SUEFACHENT_TO_A0OSE__PelitipnegR o Tde.

P BLE _ SENTONCE B anGE._To_BE_ULTi MATELY M PeSER._THIS _1S_CONTRIDICToR Y

TO_Coun SELS_ ADNICE_To__RETITio NER.)_WHERELL_Cova SEL _INFoRMED

PeTiTio.NeR_THE _ SENTENCES_ Wit 8t _(m(sed__ CoNCuRR ENTLY_OUE_TD

H
H
~
[\
N

2,._\ i \/
\ : \
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LenTiondars_enTRY_oF PLER AND_THE_GACTS _SwRROuwDING THE_1NSTANT ¥ esces.

w
o

2. PEDTILNERS _CoGNSEL:, SERN_Sullivm, InNFoRMm_ReETilio NER e Llouth

RECIEVE_LESS_THAN_THE. MANDATO QY. _SENT.ERCE_AVAILAGLS UNRER _PREVAIL LG

STETUTES_IF_HE_EMNTERED. A_CULTY _PLEADUE_To_THE _EACT_THAT _PeXilioNer

AUE GED_VICTIN_TO_TESTILEVAG_AT_A_foSS(BLE_JuRy_TRIAL,  AND_(3)_LENTIoNSR

WOULD__BE _PLA CED_in_BEST__Pbos 1 BLE__LGHT__Pons Ple _BEFeRE_THE_SewTenNes

Cou T __Du &____TQ__C;DWQ,SE“L"'S_QEQ;T.\ \SE_oF THE SernlenCiNG__CouRT_MOT_PE IO

SUBN ECTE T AND/oR _ A S0 LVEN_OF THE_EACTS SuRKRCUNDING _THRE

LNSTANT_cEERNS (S ).

' cm_cms,el__mfs_&rv_sﬁn_amx.lméf,l__cf_me_%wz_tN.Eo,&mafnw_l':cﬁkgeu_ﬂs —

ACTUAL. _STRTON ENTS _B Y. THE_LaTiTio NER | AS_ THOUWGH_COUNSEL _Uad_GRsT S
JMDWLEDEE_of_A_LEsser_SenTancs Gl 2 2t mbost _As_THousd (T BAb

|BEEN_PRE - AR RAKIGED_BY_COUNSEL_on_BEHALE 0F_RETTIoN SR =

GULTE_PLEA_MEMoR ANDUM _EAIL T0.-CoR RECT_COUNSELS_MISZADUCE . onD

ACTUALLY_EXACERGATE THE_CRCT_THAT_PETiTon®R_DID MOT_unDERSTAND e

UL ARITE _CAR LU STIRNCES _AD_DSSABLE_RunishmaNT_tBe_FACED._AS_A_Resuwil

- THE _ERTRY. of- Wus_ iy PLeRs,

CounNSeEl _AFRLE MATWELY _MusLED. PENTorER_ABOUT The_APPLICARLE

LAW_AS_\T_PeRTANS_To THE _SENTACE. _CENITIOMERS 1L buLDd__ WLt MATELY_RECIEVER

AND_THE_Law_AS_IT_ARPLIES_To_INFormnaTion TH €_CouRT_woulD_RELY_on_iN

DETER M NN G AN __APOROIATE __SATENCE._CounNSels_MISRE PRESETAToNS _WERE

[EX AC ERBATED _BY _THE_.miS - LoADING_AND/OR _AM BIGADU S, _STATEMENTS _ 0F THWE_ CouT__

JAND_PLER_AGREEMENT_UMIC K _BUTH_EMLel_To Co aﬁeen&..ﬂ.éo&@..&ﬁtmo NER o

v

ZZ ‘ ‘ /117972
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-

oF THE_ManDATORY__ MMM _S ENTS QC.E_S_\;E-’_EGC.B_\S.,-_E:,E,C.Q\utﬁe_\rk@__Ceﬁﬂ.o&b?ﬂ_)%

waﬁﬁ\&ﬁo&.amﬂcﬁ_’r_&ﬁ_xe\w-,_as_ﬂo’*:b_aeic_ue., Has PLevd 1S et VoluaNtARILY

AND_tINTELAGENTLY__IOANE .«

PE‘Y\TreNER _wIouLD_Wave PRocEeDdh_To_ A T_&L&t.__L}-_.i_, pﬂd Aﬂr—JmGT w_QEecleve

B__LESS_E‘@_HVEHLGBLE_SEMT(E&CE_{F._i_—_lf-_ 1AD_BeEs._PAORERLY._ADVISED_OF THE LA

As_rr__pcn-mms T o THE_PLCP{:J He_enwTefel .. BaSED w%ﬂxue_cua.am_&mecﬁ’___

ey Po SED_ uPoN_PET *rro NER_BY_TH\S_ CouRT,_P. czr,\:nqﬂaﬁ_ﬁwaf__se&u €__&_mipn. 1MuM

ofF _formy- vwWE | ‘-\f:‘)_&m&s._i mc&R e QIED_A_KLMDE:R_%\LQ.H__CA:&C.um.sml.\iCG*S_lr

IS REASEMABLE. TO_CondClube LETENIONER , wiTH_A__sTABLe EmmPLoYMET_ H\_s.:ca&%’

PND_EIT.QOMG—_F_&N‘.\\LR_S%QEO&T_._L;J.OULLD._;RBI.&:\E‘R_&\%\S#CQ&N_\&I\.Q_b-\,S,_Ul'P\ & ARy

TRIAL_TRAN_AGREE_To_A_LULER_LARELY TO RESULT i S, (mPRISo MenT_FoR.

THE_REST_oF_AlS_ENTIRE_LIES.

3. THE_CouRT_ERILED_T_ADVISE_QETilioN ER_oE_THE . REGu REMEBNTS OE

NRS {16 ;-DS.Z.‘I__HND_LL\'éﬁrmE_SuEG\_?.:U_\Q 10nl s

UNDER _NEVEDA LA, wmu.cmLs QDNU\C‘VG'D u\‘—_wﬂmml_e_numeﬁmeb SEA -

FFBJ&ES_H'\U.%T_RB’G—LSIER._UJ\TH Local _Lew_enfoleem r.fu‘r e THE ¢ LT‘T‘__OP\-Coth.'C‘r'_cN

i _wwcﬂ_'msi'f__essme_&mmn r.\__wﬁggﬁ_Tges_eﬁe“mﬁsaﬂ“@e_moiaé_tﬁ AN_foRTN -EAGHRT__

(U HouR SRS R 1190, Hbo (D= (H): EaLuRE_TO_ComPLY WLTH THE_REGISTRATION___

REQUIREMENTS.__15_A_Camh GofY_D_telonY, NRS_ {79 D. 55D, BEfoRE_A_SEX.

CEECNDER 15 SETAICED., THE DISTRACT COURT 1S REGURED_TO_INFORN THe

CFEENDER _OF_THE_RECASTRATION _REQUIRENENT._NRS_\16..0927 (). ). feTiTionsl

, : . . . i
LASS RS THAT _Ris_GulTytuses_aRe _INVALL S_Ba SEh_Uford TRE CounRTS_FeuRe

. 1]
To_ADRERE.. TO_THE_ABONE_NOoTED_ARPLIRGLE. INRS A To_Apuse ReliTioned

PRIOR. 7o Ry s WS pLER/S ) AS_of THE REGUIREMENTS AS_OUTLINED

2, | |
£ -- —VII: 724
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IN_NRS_ T 0827 NRSATIAD. YD And_NRS (19.D._$50.

PETITIonNERS._PLEA 15 VALLD_BUE_TD TRE_CoATs FIULLARE TR infein_

PETTLoNER _of_THE. DIRE.LCT_CoNSEGQUENCES. 0F_HS_pUsn.

THE._ CouRT_EMUED_T —ADMSE. LELTIoNER, ERIOR To_TH E_enNTRY_oF_is PLOA.,. .

AED_PRICR TD_SENTENCING., O TRE_REGuREM ENT_Tb_REGeTER _AS_A_SoL. OFENDER

LPeN _THE_EVENTWAL. RELEVSE_FRom _1MCARCER ATION.- THE_COLRI_ALSO_EALLED T ADNISE_

PerTion eR_of_THe _Full_PANopaly_ of RAMIEICATIONS _AND IMPLICATIONS  REGuARDING.
LEeTune_ SuPeryISton.

-

M. tuis CouRT_EMLED S _'_&Dyﬁe_Re‘ﬁﬂbﬁ_ﬁ?@.;oﬁ;‘mé_ﬁé_&m\.&EMMS...@MD—_—-

RESTRICTIONS_Tb_BE_mPoSTD_uforl__Him_QulsuANT_To_NRS_ 213, 1243

NRS_212. 124, NRS_213. 1255 AnD_ALL_THE oTHER _UAR (0uS_STRTUTES

S THIS_STRTE_ConCceRNING_LIFETINE_SuPeRUSION._ANE_Sex  SEEEuDSR

_@EG—.isTEEmD(.\!A..__‘G-lE_@ECDR‘D_\S_VQt'D_éF,_&NEQ_LM AGE (NONCATING. PetitioNER -

luds_naDE_AwARE_oE THE_ PROVISIENS oF LIFETIME_SuBeRVIISION_oR_ SaxX.

SEENDER _ReGUASTRATION.

N_ADDIT o - CETTLeNER _DID_ et e ECWTE_ANY_DocumenNTs__PRo& o enNTRY___

*

0F_Wis_Quea bR _ERICR_To_sentenNan G__U‘:L‘_B CCORD ANCE_WITH_NRS 1760927,

THEREFofE. . PeTiTioneR5_PLER 1S QonsTiTuTienally_(NFLRM.,

B PETToNERS_PLeA_\5 _INVALLB_DLE_To__BRes ecuTeRiAL, MG canueT,

PETCTIoNER. .ENTERED_H15_GuALTY_PLEA &)_on_DECEMPIR |}, 2003, ACPROXIMATELY.

Sy (b)) vavs_taver., on F@.30 7004, THe_PResecution. Flen A _NOICE_CE

INTENT To inTRoDUCE PRIOR_OR_OTHER BAD ACTS EVIDENCE AT -

HPETIoNER _( o LD RNOT—H AVEENTOR D WD THE_PLEA _ENQWING_THE_PROS & uTlAl

i Hau_o&_w.amuo_séas_‘-amD_L&.Lm_mm;rzu:(__c%;&;!i_eref?@o.\tﬂ-_._f—fo&:r_&z_mmﬁ_o

7 . —VII725




V11. 72

(@D

PRUILEGED_MARITAL _CommualicATIONS _ALLECEDLY  MADE_BeETweend PETIMoNER_AND

His e wikE MelissA_BoTelto,

THE_PROSECUTIoN _KNEW_ | oR SHOMLD_NAVE e own. o THe. marimal___

/e ™

ComMUNICATIONS, _AS_15_NOTED_in_THE_ARoRermeENTioNER_NOTICE_ THe_fRrosecuTioN

f .
sm:es,,LF?emﬁz_m_wxaﬂm B M_G_D_EEEED_F.\!\EE{.DEE_H EREREA _WAD_Be.C (EVED,

HNEo RATILON _FRom_ DEFENDANTS _exzliiEe n’.lEL\ﬁSE\..Bcz\'EEUi:EQ_\_T.\-\ax_'bE.‘.EGkSDFﬁNT

._'-

. - i f v
HAD_ SexUAb _FanTASIES et RARING_AND _DISMEMBERING_A YounG_Gr el__.._____.___

Td. Ar_eace 2 Lwes_L8-12.

THE._PRO.S.6CUTION _EAILED _To_DWLlLEE_ ANl oR _PRoVDe__THIS __cRucirl:

I FO.R.M AT I _To_THE_DeFen se

ADDITIoNALLY_ DET. HeRR.ECA_TESTIEED AT _SeNTENCING_CoNCERN.ING.

L}

fs . _ .
_DISN@NBERMENT, _A_ STRTCMENT__ATER _REDACTED_BY. Dol riartRerd_(PeriuRed.

THIS_TESTIMonY_WAS_\WGHLY_PREJUDACAL_TO_PETToN R __AS_IT_wAS_AL(50_CoNTH: A 41>

¢

e 1t .
INTHE _ ACoRemenNTieNED) t\] OTIE ILED_BY_THE_PRoSECwTion s THE STRTEMENTS

L A ) e e e T

WECE__PPOVEN.__unTTRUE »

BY_THE_Pocdcution KnowEly  aLLowinG, PeTioNcR To_ enNTEE _tn10__A
f s

_ _ ; _ |
G lry_flen __windeur THE poow lsDIE  of THE _RosecuXioNs  wTenTiold T2

EnTal_TrHe__uNKuowN_PReEJUDICALTE STImoenY of DelecTivE ek mr:-\_i_—cus'_

QRQSEC_@oM_uL.\.\Eu:\l_\/_\}\cLEJ.éD_._T.t'lf_ELEﬂ__.i?r.G:&{EmbTr\H:._THé_E@QSE_cAu;_tt;:'A_l.é.__

_UNDER HanDED__AND_IMSIDU0 LS. ACTIoN.5_ 0F  SeeKING_THe_enty o eM0eNcE

ﬂ.ﬁfﬁ_ﬂs‘.ﬁﬁoﬁﬁﬁ_m%@_é‘u_\tl?_ﬁLm,S_hmDERSI_QSTFﬂ.oN‘ﬁﬁﬁ Gl ¥ Plens__

ConSTimationALLY _te€) Rn:

1-5PusAL_CommuniicATionS

b THE _COWRT_ERRED _in_DeninG_LeTiT. J.Oh-lmé FEPEATED MOTI0AS_FoR

1RecusAL. _AND_ALLowBD ewWTRY__6F Ve say_ gVuiDeNCE__ConCeoRwING__PRIVILEGED |

75 |




V11. 72¢

JTESTIN 6 NH...0F_DET. MER ERRA_CONCERNING_BRINILED _S Lou.s AL

dHe_s¢ »h'-; NOING _CoMWRT_LUA 5__&95@_.6%_(5& AMG_SUBNECTED To_ERLSE

| CommMUNIC ATION S .- ADRATI o ALLY., THE _COMRT_WAS_SuBLCTED_To_THe_misc

JLERDING_EMIDENCE | TREREFDRE , Thie_COLRT_WAS_BIASED_ LRIGR__TO

1N ORDER_FoR_PemTioNER _To_BE_SeNTENCED _BefolEe AN _LMPARTIAL__COURT,.

RS_A4RE_CoLRT_REFLED_To_ AL OLI_CoMNSEL . Jo oRRAUY__Seek_Recasal

INRS_A230_anabd_NRS 235,

RaDLOR _ALCHARGE LoT NENUWE . THE _CouRT_RELED _onN_PAS.CEDLWRES. (.

T THE _COURT.RELILED_oN_STATE MENTS _oREERED_GY._DeTEcTIvE_HeReRRA_____

1AS_TROE. |_AS_(T__PERTRING oW _PLLEGATIONS. 08 DET M TRERRA __CoNCaRNIN.E

: ' M .
fETlloNERS_AULECED_EaNTas @S _of— LISNEMBERING A Younc Rerson. (acaid,

v

: : 4 ‘ ‘ iy
FETHONER DD OT _STATE_TRATME_XenDed_ ok _DESIRED_Teo. DISMBMEBTR._.__

AN RER SO Y. S _THE_Cou m_sm'fap-‘ﬁ_rn E_ONLY_SAVING_FACT_iN_THIS_PARTICULAR.

CRASE S THAT You DA NG MUuTiLATE _oR KL Vel _AcJD_2VE__LWhS _RET

il
TURNED. TO. W@ _Bann Yo

(sentence_TranscriLrs._apail 7 (2ot PAGE_ 82 L1NES 220

RHE_touRT_lenNT_oN_To_NoTe LRQD_I.T_\M NE L RT_QETQ?\_\E:\.EN.\.NG__‘:___'__

LY

HEaRD _EVERYTHING, THATS_STALL_A_VALID_ConlcErm.s

Ta —AT_PAGE_ 82 Lines_1A-ta,

THIS._COuRT_THEN_ WENT_ 0N To__SENTENCE PETILIONBR _TE_AN_SCTRENELY

UARSH _SenTENCE_0F_FoRTi=Fuug M5D Y enRs_o_LE6.an_AN_ATTEMET_To_PRIVECT.

L SOEATIN__ R0 _LMAT..(TDEEMED_EUTURE_Poss BLE _ACTIONS _0f_PElilionER BASER_ .

ON_ERRENES., DRE. SUDLe (B L_AnD__PuR Ju RED._TESTimony B DEN L ERER RA.

26 VIL. 727
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| E_RG.CO8.D_,LLEZE\QL&{mS,MJ.&EIJ.E\L&JNE-L\?\EP_EE‘S.LL%S ED_TDh. .

RECUSENATSELE _AND_ SPab_ IT_wesS. DUE_ TG _Cou gasg,l;s_ee.u,u@e_m_abhﬁa'_

1> QRLCEDURES sl BT i MRS LID0_anD NS . 23S

THE_CoBT_STHED_As_FolloulS..

THE CouRTE_THE _STATWIE, THE _GROUNDS_FOR_DISGUAEANG A SUDGE., —

NRS V230 AND_NRD 1,235 SROCEDURES _FoR DASEGURNEYING A_luD&E,

) 2
DG _Nou_BaNE_B_ PRoBlEN oA _TH AT Y

{ TQ&&SSC:@.\HJS_QE_Q&DQBED@G&_‘_G\_Ec&C_lr_\_\_\_,_loéﬂ_x;ea,eé__?aﬁ,\.l-\ﬁﬁﬁ p= % BN

PAGe_25 Lnes \-2),

THE.CCURT. WA S. TAISTED. BY_THe. PREJDical | BDJUGRSE Tc’s‘nmwv

&S _oaTLED YeRtd _&ND_CQMEJMBD_M,IHE_&EQQ BD_AND_SHouth_HavE RECUWSED

ITSELE - faul_ (GRAATED_PeTiTeNERS_MoTion_Fef RECUsAL . AT (TIoN PS.L_\-_‘L}_"D:LE___.__;

Qr_aa&sc_m_m_mwme THE_PRelubiciAl _HenRmay E\J\bmccﬂmw@,&mﬁa&@ ’

AT_SonTenNG e T _-so_\.a_&ﬂ DEL NERERAA | concernn G MM%\T&L_P?.N\LECS

T HS_Cc_;.LRT_:'?.\-ko_uLb_B.E_\JE?QSE_?_G‘I_lim&E&S_SEFN‘.'CEH‘&':-ES_]_J‘!\ 5 THEN HAVE

BeEN _1on Pz»svsb__u MSECI\‘WCL‘:’_D_Q_-GJO_‘E\-\EMSI\& 5 (nd £, mE\TLOM_TJ&EI_w;P_\S

DeFi NII.',EL'J'ME.N ELP(CED — RENDND T THE_TRu‘(H o2 ’fHé’_mﬁTrCﬂ_,_Rs T8E 'rersnﬁf 10

umwrﬂ&&uﬁ@_mmma._ﬁom\ m&w% N Nﬂm&s )
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THE_TesTinoNi AL _BEVADENCE_OF DET_ MERSRRA_WAS_ERALSE_IN. \TS_ENTIRETY._

. .QN‘D_\N?_\J\-[—E.!_QQ@..:\'H&?.._C-O&J:&T__LQ.LE'J:\.%T__C-;LLHLSG_T\:\EA_?H}SLQQG@..JHE-__QQRGETQ@LW_

o REBUT_Tre RROTEERED__SRcIudICIAL _TestimolX.

8. THIS CoURT_ENTERED _AN_AMBIGUOUL S, _SENTENCE__AS. _Eollouiss

AcAS_TUE RECORT_INDICATES  TRE. Cou T _SEEMED_Confused_.

B THE _COURT_T_HEREDBN.SENTENCE Nou . MiCAAEL ToOD RoTELRO.,
FoR THE CenVICTion oF (oUnNT L GDNAPPING-TO A TERM OF LIFE
IMRAR S TH_EARCLE _ELE A LIBLUTY _ARTER _A_TERM_.O E....L6,,_.‘{sﬁ(i5_._

Pmmaé_emm( ot NouvR ook i 50 h‘.\’_wﬁ%i_e‘_m\f::m.\i-e_‘..lfﬂ SoulD__

BE Fof FVE (8) (EhRS,

The LR e Nenr 6t

PAROLE. & _PRo Batwel:_YES

TRe_CouRT._on Yo u*H.EE;R\G&T\_EtETEEN_YE ARS_DEEIMITE _LITH_A

CWE YERR TERM , TAAT WiILL B8E LFE wWiTH PARCLE ELE& LI BILITY
AETER _FalE_NeanRs  RaS _BeeN_3eryeD.-

SentenNce ._TRAMsc.a\;éfs__&Eet L_T,2c0H, ence 82 LnNES 1A

HOWEVER | THE _JUREMENT__OF_CoNVICTIoN _ENTERED_BY_THIS_COURT,

[MEo.SED_A_LIFE_SENTENCE_On_COLNT T Wi _bEROSITION T _THE_CodtUsSING

STRIEMENTS _BY_ T 5_COKRT_AS _NOTED__&BOVE o

TUE_AMBIGUAOUS _ SonNTENCE  AnNOunCER _or AU _BY_ T3S CoulT 1S

L W
{-ConsipeRed__PLANN_ ERROR __AND_enTiTLES__PENiTioneR _To_A_NEW__3enTencs

HenRnG.. .,

B, Tue_CouRT_WAS_BIASED_A WD PRE JUBICIAL. I N_ATE_DETeR M Ation OF_SeNTeNCe 5_‘

.AG-P\lMST.._PET\‘FIQME?R_UJHEM_lT_.NE\S___ShngSE&TED.__TD_LLMD,\-\:E_LﬂﬂuJENC:E_M*SWSAL____

— | {COMMIMCATIONS _TESTANON Y AND_ERE JudrciAL_MEDIA__COVBRAGE:

1% A V11. 729
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-

| A0 Tae CONRTA L owiED_TEST oMY EXCLUPED B THe _maeiml

SPOUBE_BRCELTION. AS_THCE_Cou T, 50665 sTed_THaT W, 1N folMATsoN

e emm ind mu@g_a_—m\m paery_( SEE_._GAOWD_J_NQ\_&G\QG(N

J

. \HB\JUE\ e CounSEl _RaxPErteDlY  ASKeD_ THe _ c.e.u.n:r O_RELUSE_IXSELE_AEYTER

e AeRERAA_STRTED  TAARXT 96"’“&'0(\)6\'2“%0 BCEM_\-}A\ING T AWSIes o

N | e

JAT O 2T BROUGHT_IN_THAD_PARTY. _AnD S SudIeTTE o The  DMaWiNG.— .

SRaEmewT.

THE. _RECORD. askm&;r_us:r_;rﬂe CowAT _ REPGH“’EDL‘{WRG‘F:\ASW iy = S

1leRoceDuRES. _SET_ForTu_wi NRS. | Ldc_AnG_NRS_\.Z3S,

Re Cusefn’.s eLfr _A N_CZ_S AVD_\T_whe_ Do o _(ounNsg Ls AR E_Te. ADWERE. T

Al V2 peniTiondER _WAs Cond IETED__oF A_ sevual. ofronSe_ et _mAnDATES

ReTiTiom BR_MusT _APRERR_BrFoRe k- PivcddzsexuAl _Psvc deloticAl)_Review. BoARD.

{PRIBR_TO. PEANG_ELEGBLE Fol  ANY _FutalE_ PARo L. CoNSIOERATIONS . THE

Psma\_omcaL_,,RE VIEW _BoARD _DETOEMINES A CAMNDORTES _Possaidut™M_oe

RE-ofFEMDING_AND./ o) _RE.H A‘BLL\T.}\T\Q&,BP‘S eD_on_A_ P&e v‘ld)u s __FNDNG__GF

1ISevcunl. ABERATINAS_AS _DETERMED. FRom__A_PSYc ie LD,G-.‘-CQEE- -_. __RePoRT_w@muB\-ﬁ_~

CTEWM NG _FRoM _PRE - ConfingmenT_EVALUATONS. .

PETionER Db (ot RECIEVE TUE_DBNEFEIT. oF A ProPeR_Poycto- SExuAL
. 3,

EVALUATION _ARD_SuBSERUENT _RERRT_ PURSUANT TO THE LROUIS! oNs__of

~

NRS_\T 135 AnD__NRS 116,139, &s_Relilion er_ O\D REQUEST of. .

Counsel

WRA_ VT 133 _AnD_NRS Vb o238 wniad_Thken TooETASR _In_CorhBinpTon ;.

' it -~ -
PROVDES_THRT _A_ PRE-SeNTENLE_ REPORT M3t _Copdtdid A PsRevotlocglecal

EVALLAT o REPo RT__ConbDucTED__BY _A_PekboN_PROEESSIENALLY _QUALIEED. _

29
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T CONDLLT_TAE_PSR Mo SEXUAL_EVALUWATION.S_Fol _fersans— CapJICTED

O€_SEXLRL o ENSES, SucH_As Pelitienal .. Relixio &é@é._e@cs;s ENTenes |

1QEPoRT.

Rzl R‘(_(?.Sl)_boe‘s_mﬁ_f_wmm N_THE _BRE P\é'.&}-klf.;,.\fl".e oY crblod C'A‘L“‘_‘.'"‘_"“'

TUEREFORE_ THE_SENTENCING._CORT_DID_NOT_SAUE_THE_EUA\\_INCORMTIN

BEVCRE 1\ X_ T DETEeRMINE _THE_PRuPER __SenTENCE_ o \MPest__AGRNST_THE
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CODE 2715

|

2

3

4

5 IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRIGT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
6 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

7 ok *

8 | MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO,

9 Petitioner, CASE NO. CR03P2156
100 vs. DEPT. NO. 3
11} THE STATE OF NEVADA, '
12 Respondent.

/
AMENDED ORDER FOR RESPONSE AND APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL

13

14
15 Petitioner filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction).
16 Petitioner filed a Request for Appointment of Counsel. The Court has

17 || reviewed the petition and has determined that a response would assist the Court in
18 | determining whether the writ has merit. )

19 It should also be noted that Petitioner filed a Motion for Recusal, but said motion
20 | was not properly served. Therefore, appointed counsel can pursue said recusal if
21 |t desired.

22 it should also be further noted that Petitioners Requést for 45 Days to File
23 || Supplemental Petition filed on June 27, 2008, is taken care of by entry of this Order.
24 NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that MARY LOU WILSON, ESQ.,

25 || is appointed to represent Petitioner in this post-conviction action.

26 iT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Petitioner shall have forty-ﬁve (45) days from the
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| MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO,

MARY LOU WILSON
Attorney At Law, Nevada Bar No. 3329
333 Marsh Avenue
" Reno, Nevada 89505 -~ :
© 775:337-0200 DAL ﬁ“; L
Attomey for Petitioner Botelho E ki '\U j iy

SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF TH';E STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ‘IWASHOE

|
[
i
Petitioner, i
vs. Case,No.l CRO3P-2156

£

t
Warden, Lovelock Correctional Center, and i
THE STATE OF NEVADA, Dept. Nq.

Respondents.

SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST CONVICTION) ;

Since Petitioner’s original petition for writ of habeas corpqls {post conviction) has been timely
filed, the following information is made for a supplemental pétiﬁon. It should be noted that post
conviction counse} does ot waive any of the grounds presented within Petitioner’s original
petition. Therefore, the following three additional grounds aqd exhibits are presented within the
supplemental petition. The supplemental petition will focus a!lnly upon the ineffective assistance
of sentencing counsel in the areas of a failure to put forward dind cross-examine Petitioner’s ex-
wife and failure to have a psychosexual examination done by !Drs. Mahaffey, Ing, or Skewis for

the purpose of showing future dangerousness, recidivism, and| likelihood of rehabilitation.
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Additionally, the supplemental petition will allege ineffective assistance of appellate counse] for
failing to bring forward the district court err in not permitting Petitioner’s ex-wife, Melissa
Botelho, to testify instead of Officer Herrera in violation of the Confrontation Clauses of the
United States and Nevada Constitutions.

EXHIBITS CONCERNING THE SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION

Confidential Letters from Family 1o be Filed Under Seal, ....cccovvrvvremriniceniniicnnensann 134-139
Confidential Psychological/Substance Abuse Evaluation to be Filed Under Seal, .......... 140-144
Guilty Plea Memorandum, ............... Netmesimcaesemsaseenssereressersasasntanartaantsareersassasuny 27-34
INGHCHIIENL, 1vveivvrrieeecienee it etecerevasssesarnesns b s et e b st ssr s e e snbanansanamresnansane 1-5|
Judgment, .....ovivrieeiiiiiiiiirer e e e raa e s s snnes beesererisaisesinennnrarene 231-232

Memorandum of Points and Authorities in Support of Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus

(Post Conviction), ..................... rereeeeinnsernaeionnntenntren eEaaee b taannnr s ranarernan 248-3Zj|
Notice of Appeal, .............. retasamiremteesasstscstesesseveniatetitssaensasnratrsrstonerearesraran 233-23

Notice of Intent to Introduce Prior or Other Bad Act Evidence at the Sentencing Hearing, ..35-43

Opposition to State’s Iniroduction of Prior Bad Act Evidence at Sentencing Hearing, ........ 44.51
Order of Afirmance, ...........coveeerevvnnnrinnenn. eresssesastesnararases evereraearanieanaeains 235-237
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction), .........cecrvrvvrnermriererrersreesnons 239-247
Presentence Investigation REPOrt, ....c.veenrenienemnninnianarrneenrennes reeananes treenteasannere 112-133

Evidence, ......ccovvvvevieiiniiirarinnnnnns theeirerreressnetornetrarsisiosasnannrstratssnereborsarenrn 103-111

Transcript of Proceedings, Change of Plea, ..........cccvveeeeess reseiresesaersarararanaasnsanenensans 6-26

Transcript of Proceedings, Hearing on Motion, ......c.c..vvereeniverecrirarercrssnsarssssssnsis 52-102
2
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Transcript of Proceedings, Sentencing, ........cceeuivvreincvmuniccnirnnniiesreisrsrrrieresssion 145-230
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Petitioner was Indicted on charges of Kidnapping in the First Degree, Battery with Intent to
Commit Sexual Assault on a Child, and three counts of Sexual Assault on a Child. Exhibits,
hereinafter called Ex. pp. 1-5. Petitioner entered 2 guilty plea to all counts except the Battery
charge. Ex. pp. 6-26. The parties signed a Guilty Plea Memorandum. Ex. pp. 27-34. The State
filed a Notice of Intent to Introduce Priot Bad Act Evidence. Ex. pp. 35-43. The Petitioner filed
an Opposition to the State’s Introduction, Ex. pp. 44-51. The State filed & Reply to the
Petitioner’s Opposition. Ex. pp. 103-111. The district court had a hearing on the motion. Ex.
pp. 52-102. *It should be noted that the district comt granted the Petitioner’s request not to hear
the live testimony of Petitioner’s ex-wife but permitted the hearsay testimony of Officer Herrera
who andiotaped the conversation with Petitioner’s ex-wife, finding that hearsay was admissible
during sentencing. *Although Petitioner’s sentencing counsel had a copy of the transcript of the
andiotaped conversation, Officer Herrera testified about a conversation, which was not taped. A
presentence investigation report was completed and recommended the maximum sentence, to
wit, life after fifteen years, and three life terms after twenty years, to run consecutively. Ex. pp.
112-133, specifically, p. 116. During the sentencing hearing, along with witnesses, Petitioner
admitted sealed letters from family members. Ex. pp. 134-139. Additionally, Petitioner
presented a psychological/substance abuse evaluation. Ex. pp. 140-144. A Sentencing Hearing
took place with witnesses presented on both sides. Ex. pp. 145-230. Judgment entered giving
Petitioner a sentence of forty-five years before parole eligibility, making him eighty-cight years
old. Ex. pp. 231-232. Notice of Appeal was timely filed attacking the three sexual assaults as

really one crime and the Supreme Court filed an Order of Affirmance. EX. pp. 233-234 and 2335-
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237. Remittitur entered. Ex. p. 238. A petition for writ of habeas corpus (post conviction) was
timely filed. Ex. pp. 239-247. Petitioner filed 2 memorandum in support of the petition. Ex. pp.
248-328.

STA F FACTS:

Fourteen-year-old Jane Doe advertised her babysitting services in a local free paper and
Petitioner called the number advising her that he needed her child-caring skills for his two young
children. Petitioner picked up Jane Doe near her home and took her into the hills around Washoe
Lake where he hit, duct-taped, and repeatedly sexually assaulted her. After Petitioner ejaculated
into her vagina, he verbalized his remorse end confusion on what to do next. Jane Doe
convinced Petitioner that she would never tell anyone about the incident and he took her home.
Before taking a shower, Jane Doe called her mother and they went to the hospital. A sexual
assault protocol was conducted showing physical trauma to Jane Doe’s genitalia and sperm
matching Petitioner’s DNA, Tracking d‘own Petitioner’s cell phone muuber, he was asked to
come down to the police station to discuss the assault. Although Petitioner acknowledged that
something bad happened, he could not remember the exact details. Upon arrest in Susanville,
Califomia, Petitioner claimed that he was heading toward Reno, Nevada, to turn himself in.
Grand Jury Transcript (not included within the exhibits because supplemental petition deals with
semtencing). Wanting to cooperate, Petitioner waived his preliminary hearing and entered a
guilty plea to first degree kidnapping and three counts of sexual assault. The plea bargain
included that the charge of battery with intent to commit sexual assault wouki be dismissed and
the parties were free to argue during sentencing. EX. pp. 6-26. The State filed a Motion to
Admit Prior Bad Act Evidence in the form of Petitioner’s ex-wife, Melissa, testifying that he had

sexual fantasies that included kidnapping a young girl, raping, and dismembering her. Ex. pp.
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35-43. Trial counsel filed an Opposition claiming marital privilege and Recusal of the district
court because hearing that information prejudiced him. Ex. pp. 44-51. A hearing was held on
the issues and it was decided that 1. Trial counsel failed to file the proper paperwork for recusal;
2. District Judge acknowledged neutrality regarding all cases; 3. The State advised that marital
privilege did not apply because of the exception dealing with control over children; 4. The State
argued that even if Melissa Botelho did not testify, her statement was admissible through Officer
Herrera; 5. Trial counsel acknowledged the leniency of sentencing rules and the violation of the
Confrontation Clause if Melissa Botelho would not testify; 6. Thereafier, the district court
allowed Officer Herrera to testify during sentencing about Melissa Botelho’s statement. Ex. pp.
52-102. At the sentencing hearing, trial counsel submitied letters from family members touting
Petitioner as an excellent provider, loving father, and good person. Ex. pp. 134-139. Live
witnesses confirmed this character evidence. A brief psychological report was provided showing
that Petitioner was depressed because of the circumstances but was not addicted to drugs or |
alcohol. Ex. pp. 140-144. *No psychosexual examination was presented. *Melissa Botelho
not called as a witness. The State presented Jane Doe, her mother, and Officer Hetrera. The
victim impact statements were long, detailed, and emotionally charged with the horrors of the
crime jtself and the havoc that it created with everyone in the family. Aithough Melissa Botetho
was not called as a witness, the State had Officer Herrern testify about her initial telephone
conversation and subsequent audiotaped statement. Although trial counsel objected based upon
a violation of the Confrontation Clause, the district court recalled the prior hearing and admitted
the evidence. The district court noted that Petitioner brought the child back but believed a
sentence of forty-five years to the parole board was warranted, leaving Petitioner eighty-eight-

years-old when he met his first parole hearing. Ex, pp. 145-230. Petitioner’s direct appeal
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questioned the separateness of each sexual assault count arguing that it was really one act and notv
three separate crimes. The Supreme Court viewed each penetration &s separate and distinct
sexual assaults affirming the convictions. Ex. pp. 235-237. *Appellate counsel failed to
question the district court’s decision to allow the hearsay evidence of Melissa Botelho in the face
of an objection and violation of the Confrontation Clause of the United States and Nevada
Constitutions. Petitioner filed a timely petition for writ of habeas corpus (post conviction) and
this supplemental petition follows. Ex. pp. 239-247.

GROUND 1:

Sentencing counsel was ineffective in failing to put forward and cross-examine Petitioner’s
ex-wife in violation of the Confrontation Clauses of the Sixth Amendment to the United States
and Nevada (ionstiu.:timm Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052 (1984).
Additionally, appellate counse] was ineffective for not presenting the preserved issue of district
court err in violating Petitioner’s Confrontation Clause rights when failing to argue the issue on
direct appeal.

1. The State’s Moving Papers and the district court’s ruling showing trial counsel’s ineffective
assistance of counsel: Petitioner was advised that Melissa Botelho was going to testify during
sentencing that he had sexual fantasies that included kidnapping, raping, and dismembering a
young girl. Ex. pp. 35-43. Trial counsel Opposed the State’s Motion claiming that Petitioner
had a marital privilege to the statement made during the marriage. Ex. pp. 44-51. Thereatfier, the
State advised the parties that if Melissa Botelho did not testify, Officer Herrera would give
sentencing testimony that would include Melissa Botelho’s hearsay statement because she told
him about Petitioner’s depraved thoughts. The district court advised trial counsel that preventing

Melissa Botelho’s testimony violated Petitioner’s right to Confrontation if the statements came 11*
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through Officer Herrera because hearsay was admissible during sentencing. Ex. pp. 52-102.
During the sentencing hearing, trial counsel did mlot call Melissa Botelho as a witness and
objected to her statements to Officer Herrera as a violation of Petitioner’s Confrontation Clause.
However, becanse of the district court’s ruling that Melissa Botelho would not be called asa
witness in compliance with trial counsel’s wishes, her hearsay statement could be admissible
through the testimony of Officer Herrera. Petitioner’s trial counsel objected to Officer Herrera’s

testimony of Melissa Botelho based upon a violation of the Confrontation Clause. However,

because of the prior ruling, Officer Herrera was able to testify that Melissa Botelho advised him |-

on one occasion over the telephone that Petitioner’s fantasy included kidnapping a young girl,
raping and dismembering her. Ex. pp. 145-230.

1. Petitioner advised post conviction counsel that trial counsel failed to investigate Melissa
Botelho’s statement;

2. Petitioner claimed that trial counsel never spoke to him about what fantasy he ever told
Melissa Botelho he had during their marriage;

3. Petitioner asserted that the only fantasy that he ever discussed with his wife at the time
was that he wished he could have she and another woman go to bed with him;

4. Petitioner requested that the State permit him to take a polygraph examination concerning
the issue of the fantasy that he, since it would show that he never fantasized about
kidnapping a young girl, raping and dismembering her;

5. When asked how Officer Herrera could have that misconception from anything that
Melissa Botelho would have said, Petitioner opined that she may have talked about the

Singleton case;

V11,

742



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

o L

6. During their marriage, Petitioner advised his wife, Melissa, about the Singleton case
where the older man kidnapped a young girl, raped her, and cut off her arms, leaving her
in the desert to die;

7. Petitioner advised his wife, Melissa, that he thought Mr. Singleton was & very sick man;

8. Petitioner never advised his wife, Melissa, that he also had similar fantasies;

9. Had trial counse! spoken with Melissa Botelho, he would have learned that he never told
her that he had these fantasies;

10. Petitioner explained that their marriage broke up because she was seeing another man and
their first son was from another man, which was told to him after they were in divorce
proceedings;

11. As such, Melissa Botetho never said that Petitioner had such fantasies. Additionally,
according to Petitioner, if she did tell Officer Herrera anything like that she was mixing
up the story with the Singletor case, Additionally, Petitioner opined that if she had said
anything derogatory, she had motive to lie because he confronted her about the
illegitimacy of his first son and she would not be receiving any child suppor; payments
DOW.

Therefore, post conviction counsel intends to investigate Melissa Botelho to determine
exactly what she told Officer Herrera, what her memory was of the fantasy that Petitioner
explained to her during their marriage, and whether there is any motivation for her to lie.
Additionally, understanding that polygraph examinations are inadmissible evidence to show
truthfulness or untruthfulness, Petitioner is still willing to submit to one if the State would
consider it as mitigation if it shows he was truthful regarding the prior fantasy. Trial counsel wag
ineffective under Strickland standards because Melissa Botelho would have testified that the only)
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L [} fantasy Petitioner ever conveyed to her was that he wanted to have a “threesome” with she and
another woman. Additionally, Petitioner was prejudiced by trial counsel’s failure because if the
sentencing court had heard from Melissa Botelho that the only fantasy he advised his wife abont
was the consensual sexual experience of three consenting adults, he would not have received a

sentence of life with forty-five years to the parole board. Strickland v, Washington, 466 U.S.

668, 104 5.Ct. 2052 (1984).

Few rights are more important than confronting and cross-examination of withesses.
5 Chambers v. Mississippi, 410 U.S. 284 (1973). As such, Petitioner’s rights under the
10 || Confrontation Clause were compromised when trial counsel failed to investigate and call Melissal

11 || Botelho and allowed the hearsay statements made to Officer Herrera to come into evidence

12 |} during sentencing inferring that he was a dangerous man that had completed his obsessive

13 1! fantasy.

1. The State’s Moving Papers and the district cowst’s ruling showing appellate counsel’s
ineffective assistance of counsel: The same procedural history applies to appeilate mﬁnsd and
presented above. Therefore, upon review of the sentencing hearing transcript, the issue of
district court err to allow Officer Herrera to testify about the hearsay statement of Melissa
Botelho was preserved through trial counsel’s objection. It could be argued that the district court
was given a Hobson’s choice when trial counsel argued that Melissa Botelho's statement was
inadmissible because of the marriage privilege and yet admissible under the bearsay exception to
22 |{lenicnt sentencing rules. However, appellate counsel should have known that the Confrontation
23 || Clause was so important to Petitioner’s rights and fair sentencing procedure, that arguing district
24 (lcourt err seems apparent, Additionally, the district court could have changed its ruling at the

25 {| time of sentencing, granted a continuance to get Melissa Botelko, and not violated the Clause.
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As such, appellate counsel was ineffective under Strickland standards and prejudiced
Petitioner. Strickland v. Washington, 466 1).S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052 (1984} and Chambers v.
Mississippi, 410 U.S. 284 (1973).

However, it should be noted that if through investigation, Melissa Botelho made these
statements, there was no motivation for her to lie, and it would have been worse to call her as a
witness, this ground (regarding trial and app‘e]late counsel) would be withdrawn.

GROUND 2:

Sentencing counsel was ineffective in failing to have a psychosexual examination done by
Drs. Mahaffey, Ing, or Skewis for the purpose of showing future dangerousness, recidivism, and
likelihood of rehabilitation.

Trial counsel failed to request, receive, and present a psychosexual evaluation to mitigate his
seniencing. As stated above, Petitioner’s only fantasy was that he would have a “threesome”
with himself, his wife, and another woman. However, the fantasy that was presented during
sentencing was that he had always wanted to kidnap, rape and dismember a child. Petitioner
presents with a minimal criminal history (insurance fraud and domestic battery), no aberrant
sexual crimes, and good character. Therefore, his potential for future dangerousness as a sexual
predator was paramount to his sentencing. As such, there is only one way to predict the
recidivism of Petitioner’s twisted and dangerous behavior. Drs. Mahaffey, Ing, and Skewis are
experts who can competently provide the sentencing court opinions through testing, interview(s),
and prediction of Petitioner’s future dangerousness. These experts have proven themselves
throughout the years to be able 10 look objectively at aberrant sexual conduct and determine the
potentiat for recidivism and rehabilitation of a sexual offender through a psychosexual

evaluation. Therefore, Petitioner received ineffective assistance of trial counsel in not

10
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requesting, receiving, and presenting a psychosexual profile of Petitioner to determine whether a
forty-five-year sentence to the parole board was fair. Petitioner was prejudiced through trial
counsel’s failure under Strickland standards because the sentencing court would have considered
a lighter sentence (20 to 25 years to the parole board) if he had presented with minimal threat and
an amendable nature of rehabilitation in the future. Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 164
S.Ct. 2052 (1984).

“[11t is now clear that the sentencing process, as well as the trial itself, must satisfy the
requirements of the Due Process Clause. Even thongh the defendant has no substantive right to a
particuiar sentence within the range authorized by the statute, the sentencing is a critical stage of
the criminal proceeding at which he is entitled to the effective assistance of counsel.” Mempa v.
Rhay, 389 U.S. 128; Specht v. Patierson, 386 U.S. 605,

Therefore, post conviction counsel will be requesting a psychosexual examination and
evaluation done by either Drs. Mahaffey, Ing, or Skewis to determine Petitioner’s sexual
aberration and whether he is indeed a sexual predator and unable to be rehabilitated.
CONCLUSION:

Trial and appellate counsels were ineffective under Strickland standards for not investigation
and presenting Melissa Botelho 1o confirm Petitioner’s only fantasy of having a “threcsome”
during their marriage. Such information should have been provided during the sentencing
hearing through Melissa Botelho. Heowever, because of the district court’s ruling finding that the
marital privilege prevented her testimony and allowing Officer Herrera to testify to the hearsay
statement under lenient sentencing laws, Petitioner’s Sixth Amendment rights under the
Confrontation Clauses to the United States and Nevada Constitution were violated. Additionally,

since trial counsel alleging that Petitioner’s Confrontation rights were violated preserved the

11
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objection to Officer Herreras testimony, appeilate counse] should have presented the issue upon
direct appeal.

Furthermore, trial counsel was ineffective for not presenting a psychosexual examination of
Petitioner to show that he was not a future threat to the young girls of the community and had the
ability for rehabilitation given the fact that he had minimal criminal history and never presented
with any ptior aberrant sexual misconduct.

As such, an evidentiary hearing is necessary and requested under Lewis v, State, 100 Nev.
456, 686 P.2d 219 (1984), Bolden v. State, 99 Nev. 181, 659 P.2d 886 (1983) and Gibbons v.
State, 97 Nev., 520, 634 P.2d 1214 (1981).

It should also be noted that Petitioner needs additional titne and investigation to prove both
grounds and respectfully requesis that the State provide reasonable time before filing a Motion to|
Dismiss for failure to state a claim. Petitioner requests sixty (60) days to investigate Melissa
Botelho and the amount of fees charged by the experts for a psychosexual examination. All

investigation would be subject to reciprocal discovery.

DATED this £ _day ofé(?%, 2006.
% LOU WILSON

Afttorney At Law Bar #3329
333 Marsh Ave.

Reno, Nevada 89509
775-337-0200

Attorney for Petitioner Botetho

12
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L I VERIFICATIONS
AND SIGNATURES

Und_er penalty of perjury, the undersigned declares that he is the petitioner
named in the foregoing petition and knows the contents thereof; that the pleading i
5 |[true of his own knowledge, except as to those maiters stated on information and lij
belief, and as to such matters he believes them to be true.

7 Al Ll TBEDL
o Petitioner _

3 Aﬁ' ey for petitioner
Arreloct CrrsecEepmet
10 Centry L-5-0L
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

The Honorable Judge Jerome Polaha
Second Judicial District Court
Department 3

Post Office Box 30083

Reno, Nevada 89520

Gary Hatlestad

Chief Appellate Deputy District Attorney
Washoe County District Attorney

Post Office Box 30083

Reno, Nevada 89520

George Chanos

Attorney General

100 North Carson Street

Carson City, Nevada 89701-4717

Michael Todd Botelho
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA,
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE
LI
MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO,

Petitioner,

| v. Case No. CRO3P2156
JACK PALMER, Dept. No. 3

Respondent.
/

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
AND GMENT -

This canse is before the court upon a petition for writ of habeas corpus (post-conviction).
Petitioner Botelho. stood trial on multiple sexual offenses stemming from a scheme in which he
pretended to need a babysitter and used that as a ruse to get the 14 year old victim in his car. He drove
her to a secluded spo|t and committed the crimes in the car. Upon his convicti.on he appealed but the
judgment was affirmed, except to remand to correct the judgment.

He then filed a petition for writ of habeas corpus in which he raised some sixteen claims for
relief, The court appointed counsel who filed a supplenient to the petition. The State moved to dismiss
most of the claims and that motion was partially granted. The majority of the claims were dismissed by

an order filed on December 29, 2006. That interim order is now incorporated into this final Judgment by
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On May 11, 2007 the parties appeared for a hearing on the surviving claims. Petitioner,
however, abandoned-all but the claim that trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing to
arrange for a psycho-sexual evaluation for use in mitigation at sentencing. On that claim, petitioner
presented only the testimony of Dr. Martha Mahaffey whe conducted such an evaluation. There was no .
testimony from petitioner or from trial counsel even though both were present during the hearing,

One who would claim ineffective assistance of counsel bears the burden of showing, by a
preponderance of the evidence, that the specific decisions of counsel fell below an objective standard of
reasonableness and that but for the failings of counsel a different outcome was reasonably likely. Means
v. State, 120 Nev. 1001, 103 P.3d 25 (2004). Counsel is presumed to have fully discharged his dutiés
and to have made reasonable tactical decisions. 120 Nev. at 1012, 103 P.3d at 32. The petitioner bears
the burden of overcoming that presumption. Petitioner must prove both elements of the claim and if
either is lacking then no telief is available. 74

The court first notes the absence of any evidence demonstrating that trial counsel did or did not
amrange a psycho-sexual evaluation. The court is thus left with the presumption that counsel fully
discharged his duties and made reasonable tactical decisions concerning what evidenée 1o present at
sentencing. For that reason alone, the petition must be denied. The court further finds, however, that
petitioner was niot prejudiced by the lack of testimony such as was provided by Dr. Mahaffey. Her
evaluation showed that Botelho was a “moderate/high” risk to re-offend and any sense of optimism
about the safety of the community was so qualified, and so guarded, that the court can state with
confidence that the result would not have changed. In particular, the court notes the testimony that
Botelho must always be prevented from having access to young girls. That goal can be accomplished by
leaving Botelho in prison. The sentence was based on the nature of the crime and the character of the
defendant and the testimony of Dr. Mahaffey did nothing to alter the court’s view of either.

Iy
111
Iy
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1 Because Botelho failed to persnade this court that counsel failed to fully investigate, and because

2 | the additional evidence would not have altered the sentence, the petition is denied.

3 DATED this .S #-day of May, 2007.
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), 1 hereby certify that I am an employee of the Washoe County
District Attorney's Office and that, on this date, I deposited for mailing through the U.S. Mail Service at
Reno, Washoe County, Nevada, postage prepaid, a true copy of the foregoing document, addressed to:

Mary Lou Wilson, Esq.
333 Marsh Avenue
Reno, NV 89509

Michael Todd Batelho #80837
Lovelock Correctional Center
P.O. Box 359

Lovelock, NV 89419

DATED: m{;{/} Al , 2007.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO,
Appellant, Supreme Court #49586
Vvs. District Court #CR03P-2156
WARDEN, L.C.C. and
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondents.
/
APPELLANT’S OPENING BRIEF
MARY LOU WILSON TERRENCE P. McCARTHY
Attorney for Appellant Attorney for Respondents
Nevada Bar #3329 Appellate Deputy District Attorney
333 Marsh Ave. Post Office Box 30083
Reno, Nevada 89509 Reno, Nevada 89520
775-337- 0200 775-337-5751
Attorney for Appellant Botelho Attorney for the State of Nevada
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO,

Appellant, Supreme Court # 49586
Vs, District Court #CR03P-2156
WARDEN, L.C.C. and
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondents.
/

APPELLANT’S OPENING BRIEF

[. STATEMENT OF ISSUE

Whether the district court abused its discretion when finding trial counsel effective, despite failing to provide a

psychosexual evaluation for Appellant’s sentence, since it showed he was a moderate/high risk to reoffend?

II. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Michael Todd Botelho, hereinafter called Appellant, was Indicted on charges of Kidnapping in
the First Degree, Battery with Intent to Commit Sexual Assault on a Child, and three counts of
Sexual Assault on a Child. Appellant’s Appendix, hereinafter called AA pp. 1-5. Appellant
entered a guilty plea to all counts except the Battery charge. Id. pp. 6-26. The parties signed‘a _
Guilty Plea Memorandum. Id. pp. 27-34. The State filed a Notice of Intent to Introduce Prior
Bad Act Evidence. Id. pp. 35-43. Appellant filed an Opposition to the State’s Introduction. Id.
pp. 44-51. The State filed a Reply to the Appellant’s Opposition. Id. pp. 103-111. The district

court had a hearing on the motion. Id. pp. 52-102. The district court granted the Appellant’s
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request not to hear the live testimony of appellant’s ex-wife but permitted the hearsay testimony
of Officer Herrera who audiotaped the conversation with Appellant’s ex-wife, finding that
hearsay was admissible during sentencing. Appellant’s sentencing counsel had a copy of the
transcript of the audiotaped conversation, Officer Herrera testified about a conversation, which
was not taped. A presentence investigation report was completed and recommended the
maximum sentencing, to wit, life after fifteen years, and three life terms after twenty years, to
run consecutively. 1d. pp. 112-133, specifically, p. 116. During the sentencing hearing, along
with witnesses, Appellant admitted sealed letters from family members. Id. pp. 134-139.
Appellant also presented a psychological/sﬁbstance abuse evaluation. Id. pp. 140-144.
However, no psychosexual evaluation was presented. A Sentencing Hearing took place with
witnesses presented on both sides. Id. pp. 145-230. Judgment entered giving Appellant a
sentence of forty-five years before parole eligibility, making him eighty-eight years old. Id. pp.
231-232. Notice of Appeal was timely filed attacking the three sexual assaults as really one
crime and this Court filed an Order of Affirmance. Id. pp. 233-234 and 235-237. Remittitur
entered. Id. p. 238. An original petition for writ of habeas corpus (post conviction) was timely
filed. Id. pp. 239-247. Appellant also filed a memorandum in support of his petition Id. pp.
248-250 and AA V. II, pp. 251-328. Appellant was appointed counsel and a Supplemental
Petition was filed. AA V.11, pp. 329-342. The State filed a Motion for Partial Dismissal of the
Petition and Supplemental Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction). 1d. pp. 343-
356. An Opposition to Motion for Partial Dismissal was filed. Id. pp. 357-365. Notice of
Investigation and Amended Supplemental Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction)
was filed. Id. pp. 366-394. Notice of Dr, Martha Mahaffey’s Psychosexual Report in Support of

the Supplemental Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction) was filed. Id. pp. 393-
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416. The district court permitted an evidentiary hearing on May 11, 2007, where Dr. Martha
Mahaffey testified. Id. pp. 417-454. Notice of Entry of Order and accompanyin\g Findings of
Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Judgment was filed. Id. pp. 455-459. Notice of Appeal was filed
afier the denial of the petition and supplemental petition. I’d. pp. 460-462. This appeal follows.

HI. STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

Within the police documents and Dr. Martha Mahaffey’:s psychosexuﬁl report, it showed that on
August 7, 2003, a fourteen year old female presented at. Carson-Tahoe Hospital with her mother
pursuant to a sexual assault committed by Appellant. AsA V. 1L pp. 396-397. According to the
victim, one month earlier, she and her mother placed an ad in the local Carson City “Buck”
paper, advertising her services as a babysitter. One week later, she received a call from a male
subject who identified himself as “Kevin” and claimed to live in Gardnerville. She stated that he
[inquired about her babysitting for him in a couple of weeks, stating that his children would be °
visiting during that period. Two weeks later, he called her and told her he would probably need
her services on Thursday, would call her by noon to cor:1ﬁrm if he needed her on Thursday, and

would definitely need her to babysit on Friday. Early Thursday morning, he called and told her

that he did need her to babysit for him and would pick her up by noon and for her to wait for him|

at the end of her driveway. He later called, said he was:at Olsen Tire getting something fixed on
his car, and asked her to walk down toward Olsen Tire z;md he would come pick her up because
he didn’t know the exact address. A male drove up to her in a dark red-C()lored utility type
vehicle and the two confirmed their identities. She got into the back seat, which had towels
covering the seat. The victim described that the male drove towards Cafson City, then headed
northbound, then drove eastbound toward Washoe Lake, and then drove on dirt roads to a remote

location past a farm. He stopped the car and got out to supposedly check a flat tire. He came
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around to her side of the car, opened the back car door where she was seated, reached into the
car, and leaned across her to reach in the back of the vehicle claiming he was looking for gloves.
He then suddenly sat down on her lap, proceeded to put duct tape over her eyes, and then he
started to suck on her breasts at which point she started to scream. He punched her ir‘1 her lower
stomach area and told her to shut up as he started to put duct tape over her mouth. She
complained that she couldn’t breathe, so he took the tape off her mouth. He tried to put duct tapé
around her wrists and tape them together but she fought back. He then made her kiss him and
touched her breasts. He told her he was going to put something in her mouth and told her to suck
it. She asked him why, but he told her to shut up and just put it in her mouth. He put his penis
into her mouth. He then told her to remove her pants, which she did. He then removed het shirt
and bra. She took her pants off and he removed her underpants. He then did “the thing,” which
she later described as he puiting his penis inside her vagina. She was crying and told him that it
hurt. He told her it always hurts the first time. She believed that the male ejaculated inside her.
When the male assailant was finished sexually assaulting her, he told her to get dressed. He then
told her he wasn’t sure if he should take her home or keep her with him at his home for the night.
She begged him to take her home, telling him that he should trust her because she has lied in.her
life or never broke a promise and she had a sick cat at home. The male agreed to drive her home,
but threatened that if she told anyone what happened, he would find her and do a lot worse to her
after he got out of jail. He told her that nobody would believe her. He also told her that if she
told anybody, he would take a day off from work and sit in front of her house and see where she
goes. He told her that he didn’t have any children and that the car they were in was not his. The
male drove her to the corner of Carmine and Dori and dropped her off. She went home, called

her mother, and disclosed the sexual assault to her mother. SART examination at Carson Tahoe
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Hospital noted that the victim had redness around her eyes consistent with having duct tape
placed over them; pain on her shoulders, upper abdomen area, and lower abdomen area; and red
marks on her wrists consistent with tape. Initial exam noted abrasions at five and six o’clock on
the child’s vaginal area, blood around the cervix, and non-motile sperm deposits. A second
exam noted two lacerations and redness to the posterior forchette of the child’s external genitalia,
redness on the inner aspect of the child’s labia minora bilaterally from four o’clock to seven
o’clock, blood on the right side of the vaginal vault, and bruising to the vaginal orifice tissue.
Spem; DNA analysis suggesied that Michael Botelho was the assailant. On September 10, 2003,
Michael Botelho, who lived in Yerington and Dayton, and not Gardnerville, was located and
identified as the assailant in that he had used his wife’s cell phone. On September 16, 2003, Mr.
Botelho was located in Susanville. He was with his wife and children and had changed his
appearance. During the interview Mr. Botetho described that he had left the area after being
initially contacted by authorities, to think and because he had been advised by two attorneys to
leave the area and work so that he could earn enough money to hire an attorney. He alleged to
have spoken with somebody from the Carson Plains Market about a babysitter and that he had
talked to a babysitter about babysitting for them because he needed a babysitter tortake his wife
out to dinner that evening. He claimed that he did not know where he was going to take the girl
to go babysit because he could not remember. He stated, “I feel like something happened by 1
don’t know, [ don’t feel good about any of it.” He stated that he did not remember where he had
driven the babysitter, could not remember if he had sexual intercourse with the babysitter, and
did not remember using duct tape on the babysitter. 1d. pp. 396-397. Appellant pled guilty to
Count I, Kidnapping in the First Degree; Count III Sexual Assault on a Child; Count IV Sexual

Assault on a Child; and Count V Sexual Assault on a Child before the district court. He received
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a sentence of some consecutive time or forty-five yearé to the Parole Board. Appellant would be
eligible for parole at eighty-eight years old, since he was forty-three years old at the time of the
presentence investigation report. AA V., p. 112. Trial counsel failed to provide a psychosexual
examination for sentencing in order to mitigate his time, since concurrent time was an option.

Id. pp. 145-230. An evidentiary hearing was held, where Dr. Martha Mahaffey testified that
Appellant Botelho was a medium/high risk for reoffending. Despi;:e this professional opinion,
the district court opined that trial counsel was effective because the psychosexual evaluation

would not have made a difference in the sentencing.

IV. ARGUMENT

The district court abused its discretion when finding trial counsel effective, despite failing to provide a psychosexual

evaluation for Appellant’s sentence, since it showed he was a moderate/high risk to reoffend.

The district court noted that there was no evidence demonstrating that trial counsel did or did not
arrange for a psychosexual evaluation. It was further determined that the district court was left
with the presumption that trial counsel fully discharged his duties and made reasonable tactical
decisions concerning what evidence to present at sentencing. For that reason alone, the trial
court believed that the petition must be denied. The district court relied upon Means v. State,
120 Nev. 1001, 103 P.3d 25 (2004) for the proposition that one who claims ineffective assistance
of c;)unsel bears the burden of showing, by a preponderance of the evidence, that the specific
decisions of counsel fell below an objective standard of reasonableness and that but for the
failings of counsel a different outcome was reasonably likely. Therefore, trial counsel was
presumed to have fully discharged his duties and to have made reﬁsonable tactical decisions. 120
Nev. at 1012, 103 P.3d at 32. Petitioner bears the burden of overcoming that presumption and
must prove both elements of the claim and if either is lacking, then no relief is available. Id.

However, in review of the sentencing transcript, it is clear that trial counsel failed to receive and
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present a psychosexual evaluation, relying upon a psychological/substance abuse evaluation and
supporting personal letters. Id. p. 148, 134-139, and 140-144. Arguably, this presentation was
not sufficient, since it failed to present whether Appellant was a danger to the community if he
received concurrent time and would be eligible for parole in his sixties; instead of eight-eight
vears old or a life sentence.

Upon further reflection, the district court also believed that Appellant Botelho was not
prejudiced by the lack of testimony provided by Dr. Martha Mahaffey. Her evaluation showing
that Appellant was a moderate/high risk to reoffend and any sense of optimism about the safety
of the community was so qualified and guarded, that the court could state with confidence that
the result would not have changed. In particular, the district court noted the testimony that
Appellant must always be prevented from having access to young girls. That goal could be
accomplished by leaving Appellant Botelho in prison. The sentence was based on the nature of
the crime and the character of Appellant and the testimony of Dr. Mahaffey did nothing to alter
the court’s view of either. AA V.11, pp. 455-459.

It can be presumed that a psychosexual evaluation was not prepared in mitigation for
Appellant because no qualified psychologist testified during sentencing. AA V. I, pp. 145-230.
However, during the evidentiary hearing, Dr. Martha Mahaffey presented her psychosexual and
risk assessment, which had been reduced to writing. AA V.11, pp. 395-416. Dr. Mahaffey’s
testimony was provided in an evidentiary hearing on May 11, 2007. Id. pp. 417-454. In
preparation for the hearing, Dr. Mahaffey reviewed material presented by post conviction
counsel, the District Attorney file, and interviewing Appellant, which included tests. Id. pp. 420-
421. Dr. Mahaffey formulated an opinion regarding Appellant’s level of risk to the community

when reviewing the Static 99 and Sexual Violence Risk 20 testing scales and determined that
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Appellant had a moderate/high risk of sexually reoffending. Id. p. 421. Specifically, Dr.
Mahaffey determined that the Static 99 test looked upon unchangeable fixed factors related to the
sex offense and the factors about Appellant and then rendered an objective number that falls
either at low, moderate, or high risk. Similarly, the Sexual Violence Risk dash 20 or SVR dash
20 test looks at both static and dynamic or changeable factors and rendered an opinion as to
whether a person poses a low, moderate or high risk, or low/moderate or moderate/high risk.
Appellant fell again within the moderate/high degree in that exam. Id. p. 422. Although
Appellant would not have been eligible for probation because of the crimes, he could have
received a lesser sentence from eighty-eight years old for parole eligibility. Id. p. 423. Dr.
Mahaffey opined that she would have been able to testify for Appellant in the same way during
the original sentencing hearing. Id. p. 425. In fact, Appellant explored receiving sex offender
treatment while being incarcerated. Furthermore, Dr. Mahaffey believed that upon review of the
Multiphasic Sex Inventory, Appelilant could potentiaily be amendable to treatment, since he
acknov;rledged the sex offense, expressed remorse about the violent sex behavior he engaged in,
showed an interest in treatment, and presented potentially motivated, despite being extremely
guarded. Id. p. 426. Dr. Mahaffey noted that denial and sex offending behavior are typical in a
person who has not yet undergone treatment. Id. p. 427. When further explaining denial
behavior, Dr. Mahaffey testified that the sex offender is not just embarrassed about the behavior.
The offender has an ingrained faulty reasoning or cognitive distortion that facilitates their sex
offending behavior. They fool themselves into thinking that the child may be interested or
wanted this behavior, instead of acknowledging that they are raping the child. Id. pp. 428-429.
Treatment attacks the faulty reasoning so that the sex offender takes full responsibility for their

actions. Id. p. 429. Since Appellant was convicted of forcible sexual assault, Dr. Mahaftey
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evaluated him with regard to the potential diagnoses of sexual sadism. Id. p. 429. Appellant fell
within the category of power reassurance or gentleman rapist, in which the precipitating factors
of the rape are more often'low self-esteem, social deﬂciency, and sexual inadequacy. Id. p. 430.
Dr. Mahaffey acknowledged the crime of kidnapping and sexual assault as violent behaviors.
However, there were other identifying factors associated with recidivism in sex offenders.
Appellant did not possess some of the more severe factors but fell at moderate/high level. Id. p.
431. For example, Appellant did not possess a sex offense that was sadistic-like in nature, there
were no weapons or threats of death or more physical harm, which would have raised the risk
scale. Additionally, there was no prior sex offenses noted, which would have kicked him into a
higher range. Appellant did not have = history of raping children and adults, looking at
pornography, engaging in exhibitionist acts, since the more different and deviant sexual
behaviors, the more severe the disorder. Id. p. 432. Appellant did not meet the category for
antisocial personality disorder or psychopathy, defined as a person who has a history of
callously, remorselessly, repeatedly using others to meet their needs and who have a history of
an unstable, antisocial, life-style at the level of psychopathy. Additionally, Appellant showed
somewhat realistic plans for the future if he were to be released into the community, he would
have certain parameters to maintain safety. Appellant presented as amenable to treatment
because he was cooperative, despite being guarded. Appellant showed employment and
residential stability, with living with a partner for at least two years, despite having three
marriages and four children. Id. pp. 432-433. Dr. Mahaffey noted that a true pedophile in natire
cannot form normal relationships with women. Id. p. 434. In conclusion, Dr. Mahaffey opined
that before Appellant be released from prison, he complete two years of sex offender treatment,

establish a plan for return into the corimunity, have a life-time supervision with the Department
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of Parole and Probation, have no unsupervised contact with children or grandchildren, no
alcohol, ensure a stable residence, employment, and continue ongoing sex offender treatment for
life. Id. pp. 435-436. Upon cross-examination, Dr. Mahaffey advised that the reason an expert
witness completes a risk assessment is to determine if the sex offender falls within a level where
he can be safely managed in the community. Id. p. 444.
Trial counsel’s ineffective assistance of counsel in failing to present an expert opinion through a
psychosexual evaluation to determine the risk to the community, since concurreni time was
available to sex offender, despite not eligible for probation

Trial counsel should have prepared and presented a psychosexual evaluation in mitigation of
sentencing because Appellant fell into the medium/high risk to the community, showing he was
amenablé to treatment and supervision, was not a psychopath, and deserved a lesser sentence
than being eighty-eight years old when he met his first parole board. Within the hard copy
document prepared by Dr. Mahaffey, it showed that six separate evaluation instruments were
used to determine an expert opinion for the safety of the community. AA V.II, p. 396. Since
Appellant had a chance for concurrent sentences, trial counsel was ineffective in failing to
provide a psychosexual evaluation for Appellant and presenting it in mitigation, since he met the
moderate/high level to reoffend. Id. p. 414 and 421-422. As such, at the time of the sents:ncing
hearing, when the district court is more likely to be receptive to mitigation evidence, trial counsel
failed to put forward a psychosexual evaluation to assist the court in determining whether
Appellant is safe in the community or must spend the rest of his life in prison. Although the
aspects of the crime itself are disturbing, Dr. Martha Mahaffey was able to test whether
Appellant would be a risk to the community if provided a lesser sentence. Additionally, this

expert witness determined Appellant acknowledged the crime and was remorseful. Id. p. 426.

~10-
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The district court abused its discretion when sentencing Appellant to forty-five years to the
parole board making him eighty-eight years old instead of a concurrent sentence, since the
expert witness testified that he could be managed in the community

The district court has great latitude when reviewing matters for sentencing. Denson v. State,
112 Nev. 489, 915 P.2d 284 (1996). Furthermore, the district court should have possession of
the fullest information possible concerning a defendant’s life and characteristics essential to the
sentencing judge’s task of determining the type and extent of punishment. Williams v. New York,
337 U.S. 241, 247, 69 S.Ct. 1079 (1949). In fact, “few limitations are imposed on a judge’s right
to consider evidence in imposing a sentence, and courts are generally free to consider
information extraneous to the presentence report.” However, Appellant’s sentence cannot be
based upon highly suspect or impalpable evidence. Sessions v. State, 106 Nev. 186, 789 P.2d
1242 (1990). A sentencing proceeding is not a second trial, and the court is privileged to
consider facts and circumstances that would not be admissible at trial. Sifks v. State, 92 Nev. 91,
545 P.2d 1159 (1976). In addition, remarks of a judge made in the context of a court proceeding
are not considered indicative of improper bias or prejudice uniess they show that the judge has
closed his or her mind to the presentation of all the evidence, including psychiatric reports,
before rendering a decision. “So long as a judge remains open-minded enough to refrain from
finally deciding a case until all of the evidence has been presented, remarks made by the judge
during the course of the proceedings will not be considered as indicative of disqualifying bias or
prejudice.” Cameron v. State, 114 Nev. 1281, 968 P.2d 1169 (1998). The sentence must be .
within the parameters provided by the relevant statutes. Allred v. State, 120 Nev. 410, 92 P.3d
1246 (2004). However, the sentence should not be so severe that it shocks the conscience. Lioyd

v. State, 94 Nev. 167, 576 P.2d 740 (1978); Lee v. State, 115 Nev. 207, 985 P.2d 164 (1999). In

“11-
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its most recent case, this Court has held, “\Kj’e have consistently afforded the district court v;ride
discretion in its sentencing decisions and have refrained from interfering with the sentence
imposed when ‘the record does not demonstrate prejudice resulting from consideration of
information or accusations founded on facts supported only by impalpable or highly suspect
evidence.”” Furthermore, NRS 175.552(3) permits “evidence...concerning aggravati;lg and
mitigating circumstances relative to the offense, defendant or victim and on any other matter
which the court deems relevant to sentence, whether or not the evidence is ordinarily
admissible.” However, under the statute, admission of such evidence is bound by constitutional
constraints. Herman v. State, 128 P.3d 469, 122 Nev. Adv. Op. #17 (2006).

In this regard, the sentence imposed upon Appellant was basically a life sentence because he
will be eighty-eight years old when he is eligible for parole. However, Appellant could have
received concurrent time and been eligible for parole in his sixties. Trial counsel failed to put
forward any mitigating information during sentencing, which would have informed the district
court that Appellant could be superviscd in the community safely. Despite not being eligiblle for
probation, Appellant was a reasonable candidate for concurrent time, since he did not have any
prior sexual misconduct or serious criminal history. AA V.1, p. 113. The presentence
investigation shows a 1992 conviction for false insurance claim for benefit and misdemeanor
domestic battery. Additionally, the psychosexual report of an expert is the only way that the
district court can have a focus upon the sex offender’s sexual aberration and whether they are
amenable to treatment. AA V. II, pp. 395-416. In this case, trial counsel failed to have a
psychosexual evaluation or present it as mitigation for Appellant’s sentencing. Trial counsel’s
neglect amounted to ineffective assistance of counsel, since concurrent time was an option.

Within the psychosexual report, Dt. Mahaffey spent time reviewing court documents, testing and

-12-
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interviewing Appellant, and formulating an opinion, which allowed for community supervision.
The district court erred in opining that the psychosexual report did not matter for sentencing
because Dr, Mahaffey’s opinion for early release was so guarded. However, it appears logical
that had the district court received this report for the sentencing hearing, the sentence could have
been more favorable for Appellant. Quoting from the district court’s prior Order Granting
Petition in CRO1P-0550 and Denying Petition in CRO1P-0183, in Beznosenko v. State, where it
was held that psychiatric testimony was important for mitigation:

¥

The defense attorney should recognize that the sentencing stage is the time at which for rriany
defendants the most important service of the entire proceeding can be performed.” Sentencing
Alternatives and Procedures, Duties of Defense Counsel, Standard 18-6.3.

This is especially true since most cases are disposed of by plea agreements and the only real
“representation” aside from bargaining is presenting the defendant in a favorable light at the
sentencing.

Rarely does the judge know the defendant and the only information he will receive is that which
is presented by the Probation Department in the PSI and the oral presentations by the attorneys in|
coutt.

Additionally, the Commentaries to the Sentencing Alternatives and Procedures in discussing the
role of the defense attorney state that the first step toward assuring proper protection for the
rights to which defendants are entitled at sentencing is recognition by defense counsel that this
may well be the most important part of the entire proceeding. United States. v. Pinkney, 179
U.S. App. D.C. 282, 551 F.2d 1241, 1249 (1976).

The concept of effective assistance of counsel to have meaning for the majority of defendants,
sentencing must stand on a par with the triat stage...No single phrase or example can adequately
describe the diversity of the needs for which the defendant must rely on counsel.

It is now clear that the sentencing process, as well as the trial itself, must satisfy the requirements
of the Due Process Clause. Even though the defendant has no substantive right to a particular
sentence within the range authorized by the statute, the sentencing is a critical stage of the
criminal proceeding at which he is entitled to the effective assistance of counsel. Mempa v.

Rhay, 389 U.S. 128, 88 S.Ct. 254 (1967); Specht v. Patterson, 386 U.S. 605, 357 F.2d 325
(1966).

/1
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1 || The defendant has a legitimate interest in the character of the procedure that leads to the
imposition of sentence even if he may have no right to object to a particular result of the
2 sentencing process. Witherspoon v. Hlinois, 391 U.S. 510, 521-523, 88 S.Ct. 1770 (1968).

The fact that due process applies does not, of course, implicate the entire panoply of criminal

4 ||trial procedural rights. “Once it is determined that due process applies, the question remains
what process is due. It has been said so often by this Court and others as not to require citation

5 |l of authority that due process is flexible and calls for such procedural protections as the particular
situation demands...Its flexibility is in its scope once it has been determined that some process is
6 || due; it is a recognition that not all situations calling for procedural safeguards call for the same

. kind of procedure.” Morrissey v. Brewer, 408 U.S. 471, 481, 92 S.Ct. 2593 (1972); Gardner v.

T || Florida, 430 U.S. 349, 358,97 S.Ct. 1197 (1977).

8 1|1f only the prosecutor argues case specific facts and the defense attorney provides nothing more
5 than platitudes, how can it be successfully argued that the system is functioning as it was
intended for all concerned? Justice requires that society, the victim and the criminal be fully and
1o |l effectively spoken for. Beznosenko v. State, district court Order, filed May 15, 2003, pp. 4-7.

Affirmed by this Court on different grounds (unnecessary to have a separate sentencing hearing
11 || after granting a petition for writ of habeas corpus (post conviction), where sentencing is the issue
and the district court hears the sentencing information during the evidentiary hearing on the

12 ||petition). State v, Beznosenko, Docket No. 41495, October 13, 2003.

13 As such, trial counsel was ineffective under Strickland standards for not receiving the

14 || psychosexual report, since Dr. Mahaffey’s expert opinion showed Appellant fell into the

15 medium/high risk to the community, showing he was amenable to treatment and supervision, and
e was not a psychopath. The district court abused its discretion in opining that it did not matter

Y because Dr. Mahaffey was guzlu'ded in her opinion because denial and sex offending behavior are
e typical in a person who has not yet undergone treatment. Therefore, trial counsel was

19

- unreasonable in failing to seek and present a psychosexual evaluation and the district court

)1 abused its discretion in giving Appellant forty-five years to the Parole Board, making it a life

,, ||sentence. Strickland v. Washinglon, 466 U.S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052 (1984).

53 || V. _CONCLUSION Because of the foregoing, the district court’s ruling that trial counsel’s
24 ||tactical reasons for not providing a psychosexual evaluation in mitigation of sentencing should

25 |l be reversed, since it was unreasonable in light of the fact that Appellant was eligible for

-14-
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concurrent time, Additionally, the district court abused its discretion in opining that trial counsel
used a reasonable tactical decision in not presenting the psychosegual evaluation in mitigation
because Dr. Mahaffey’s opinion was so guarded, since she testified that Appellant could be
supervised in the community. Furthermore, Appellant’s criminal history is void of any sexual
misconduct, had stable employment, and showed remorse for his behavior. The sentence
imposed shocks the conscious because it amounts to Appellant spending the rest of his life in
prison when he could have been released in his sixties had he received concurrent time. As such,
it is requested that this Court reverse the district court findings and Appellant be given the

opportunity for a new sentencing hearing before a different judge.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this /% day ofﬂ‘éfa&@&g 2007.

&

Bar #3329

333 Marsh Ave.

Reno, Nevada 89509
775-337-0200

Attomey for Appellant Botetho
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Ms, Wilson, July,9, 2007

I am writing in reguards to what has happenad in this case,
As I have written before, I have yet to get several court docu-
ments concerning my case, like the opposition to my original
Habeas, they gave it to you, not me and I was not informed as
to many things. I dont even haVE A CLUE AS TO WHY THE STATE SAID
MY ORIGINAL Petition was i1llegall., It was formatted correctly
and properly argued and federalized, So whats the Problem?

I asked you to file my appeal and I now have sevaral issuss
I need clarified immadiately. Fiskht-why did vou wailve the few
grounds that the court was actually considering? You never said
a word about that ta m2, nor did you have my blessing to do so.
There was a reascn for me filing that Petition and it wasnt to
just have counsel arbétrarily waive thoge grounds without cause
and without my knowledge and permission, T didnt know what the hell
happened at the hearing. You dont tell me anything and theanith-
out a word, just walive the grounds. How am I supposed to argue
them in the future when you 4i4 that?

You told me to my face that vou didnt and wouldnt waive any
of the original grounds in my Petition and yet you are filing
only information and arguing enly one (1) ground 1in the arpeal to
the Nevada Supreme Court! How am I supposed to file a proper 2254
Federal Habeas with an unexhausted petition. Was this the Idea?

I have my Federal Habeas now finished and just realized that It
would be 3 mess as T have now no opportunity to fudly exhaust

all the claims in my Petition, not to mention the ones you waived
without my knowledge or permission. You know that it will be

a mixad petition and I am nearly out of tigmethanks to Congress
and now I cant even call you as my calls are not accepted.

I also want vou to know that 1f Sean Sullivan was golng to
allegedly testify about another ajlleged assault by allegedly my-
self, howcome it was never brought to my attention before taking
the plea he lied to get me to take. If he knew (allegedly) after
me taking the plea, why didnt he tell me at that point. In add-
ition, if he had this infor, he got it from the police and it
W
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was then knowingly withheld from me (THE CLIENT) and also causes
more grounds and brady violations? If he knew about this alleged
incident, why didnt the cops bring that out at sentencing? You

know that they could have and most definitely would have so as

to ensure my never cetting out, Also why Adidnt the doctor mention
that at our little roundtable in Lovelock, she said everything else
but failed to mention thT PART, HOW COME? Dont you think it was
kinda important for her to know so as to question me correctly?

In addition, I just nbticed that vou said in the supplimental
Petition that there were three (3) additicnal grounds and vet you
only listed and formATTED one wproperly. The first ground was at
least Federalized but you brought two different arguments with two
different counsels in the one ground. That doesrt make it two (2}
grounds and as far as the last ground goes, you didnt format it
correctly and didnt bother to Federalize that ground, thus, its
ne good anyways)

My life is in your hands at this point and its apparently a
mess, Am I wrong? I dont know what to do and then you alsc want and
fast tracked this appeal, WHY? That just glves me less time to try
fix what I s+{1ll can,.

How could T raise grounds my own counsel waived, you are act-
ing in my behald and you know the fedaral courts will say its ny
too bad since my own counsel 2id it. How could you waive mv grounds
that vouw said in the supplimental Petition to the court, that
Petitionar doesnt walve any of tha grounds in his Petition then
you turned around and did just that! Its impessible to argue those
now waived grounds in the Nevada Supreme Court when it was you wh

wailved them. How can that be addressed?

You had an Oath and a legal and moral obligation to inform
me of what was going on and you further put my life in jeopardy
¥y wailving what lfttle action T seemed to have coming, If Sean
withhald that crucial information from me, which I know he did, T
assure youil will follow up with disbarment proceedings and what
ever else I have to do to ruin everyone who has forsock me in ther
legal capacity, willfully, wantonly and intentionally,!

V11. 779
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I filed thidsPetition ané vou have proféted well with the
appointment and its guite apparent when the doctor supposedly
will get $2700.00 for an avaluation which the county normally
pays only 700,00 for to begin with, not to mention, the doctor
makes her guote based on 7.5 houra of roundhousg with me in
Logelock, she was only here with me for 4.5 hours so she did
gqulte well thera also., You &idnt make the trip to Alaska your-
self? On a free ride from the state to covar 1t? You teold me it
would work great for you as you were going up thelir anyways.iYou
did get the statz to pay for the trip? My wife and mother ara
checking into this scesniario. It wgs only later that court papers,
wkll, at least letters to the court from your assistant that she
was infact trying to contact Melissa, Did your assistaat have all
the information I Bave you, to ask her. Did she go up to Alaska,
No she didnt but 4id you at state expense, at tax payers expense?
I am not accusing, but rathar just asking at this poinct.

I need this appeal amended or modified to get all my grounds
exhausted nproverly szo T am not barred from properly arguing my
Federal Patition which bhas been denied me by my own counsel,

I need thisz properly rectified, arant you supposed to help ma and
keep me informed of whafs going on and what youv intend to do

befora yourdo {t?? Thats how its supposed to work within the frame-
work of the law., As far as the state was concerned, I had only 4
viable ussies and vou walved them azwasv withcut any regaurd or
imput £from whatsoever, If thats all T had, and you gave it all
away, then what would I have to stand on but those weaker grounds
in Federal court, where would that get me??277?

I am checking into what I can do or senf to the Nemada Supreme
Court to tryv €fix this bafore its too late unless you can tell me
or come see me and make sence of what you have done here and what
you intend to do to fix it all, Plaase dont let me down. I screwed
up and daserve to be here bhut not like that! You also knom that if
the cops , the prosecution had evidence of another alleged assault,
they would hava filed additional charges, and you know it. Its
Just Sean Sullivan working in cdlusion &ith the presecution to head
off any podsible remedy I may have to get me less time, if ha (tyey)
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{thay) could come up with a way together to keep me from making
the state and my counsel from lookinm bhad or getting possible
sanctions on a later date when some of this was fixed, then they
have come up with a sure-fire way to guash thatiti!iiiittl}

Remember, 1f he was going to testify for the state at my
Evidentttary hearing, then he gither had anAd hid the information,
or the state had and hid the information and either way, was kept
from me, and in addition, if he 4id know this, vhy wasnt there
ansingle ddcument with any mention of this alleqged assault in my
casefile, if he allegedly had this information, he had tec get it
from the prosecution, so what is the reason that there is no papar-
work (documents) whatsoever mentioning this in the casefile,

Again, if it is not a concoction, then 1ts a cover up and Tt will
be exposed as zvuch and whan its shown to he just that, then those
yho protected their fellow atterneys will be disharred and sued
into the stoke aoce.

Aazin, 1f he had this information, he had a duty to bring it
to my attention, which he 4iAd not, if he indeed did have this infr-
mation, then why not include it in mv casefile. Why was it hidden
from me &n til the end of the evidentiary, not before. You know
this alleged information prior to this hearing and didnt mention
it nor what vou planned to do about it. If in fact it were true,
it was a Brady violation and much more, and also would have given
rise to new grounds which would have made the state and the public
defenders office culpible it its underhandedbess or at leats
gsanctionable when it all comes out. I will get to the bottom of t
this and will make it known to all the apporpriate agencies within
the state and the federal government as well as soem other agencies
that would be very intarested to know what was done to me bv 3 of
my counsel and the state and the District Attorneys office.

Its cut and dried, if Sean had this alleged infor, where is
it and why didnt he say something to me. If its infact true where
is the allegad information and if its infact £rue, why didnt you
tell me akout it earlier. Tou have an ethical, moral and legal
obligation to do so, so why didnt you????

I need this fixed ASAP, Sincerel

M “s Z it "l. AL = f
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COUNSEL OF RECORD (N -THe Abous —EN—
TiTLED AetjoN, BE WTHDRAWN A4S Counssi

Extior G | pe VETBT
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OF RECORD HEREIN, AND THAT SAIp Counssl
DELWER TO ﬂ?PELLAr\J'T ALL DocumewTs Ptmmgg}
PAPERS AND TenglBLE KR SeWAL PRQFGRT? N
CounNSELS PDSSESS:UN AND  conTRoL TO APs L LANT,
ACTING IN PRo s6’ AT CoulselS EXPENSE,

To THe ADoVE ADDRESS.

THIS moaoTion (S BASED upm\) NES 7.0SST
NEVADA SuPREME CouRT Rulss 446!(4 AS well
AS THE ATAcHsD FPoinTsS AanD AnTHoRrTieS AND
AFE DAVIT Swp poRT ¢ saAmé& .

FoinTs _and AuTHOR (TES.

ALTHOUBH AN BTIOR NEY mMAY NoT o TH DRAW
AS Counsel OF RECoRD (F Dows SO wdulD ADMRSS-

AFFECT THE CLIBNTS |NTsRBST, MADRID ¥
Gomez) /SO F.3d (036, 103839 (@'%m@} THE
CLieNT MAY TERMNATE His couNSELS RepPrRE ~
SENTATION AT ANY TimB, KASHE Fl- ZBIACH Vs . ZWS,
791 F2d 788 7/ ( ?ﬁxs’a,;) SEG HSO MRS FoSSHY)
( @mpHAS/s Aww) SeE_ALso NeVADA Sufperves” CouRr
Rules (sa@ /A E‘féé S&conh JudictAl DPISecT
CouRT RulE 23(D); ani> E1GHTH J4DK AL DISTR 1T
coufy RULE Z.4p(b) @) (17 ),

AS THE 6PauinG BRIEF oF AFPEAl 1O THE

NBUADA SUPReME CouRT HAS BeeN Pﬁ-QTrALL)[
PeR FacreDd AND  ncom PLeTe, COUNSEL S SERUICES

(2) V11.788
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ARE D LoNGER NGEDED NOR A PPRECHATED (N
Tehs CRimMiNAL mATIER .

Counsel. Hergid HAS NO Ls6al BASIS FR
WITHHoLDING APPELLANTS FAPERS N THIS mATIER,
AS RPASLLANT OWES Counkel NO fgeES WHicH
WoULD PeRrmiT CcounNsel Tb mAawWrtAWNW SAD
PAPERS unDER A Gewekal ReTAWNING L/EN,
Ei6Liuzz1 S, DISTR T couRT, I Neve 238 240 -4l 390 F,2d
738 . 820-02 (995).

THeRG FoRE | THIS MONORABLE C(ouRT 15 NOVED
T EXERCISE 175 TuRsDICTrRN (N B mATTER AnD
ORDER Counssl. T0 BB wiHRAWN AS CouwnNSEL
0F RECoRD Al T DeliveR THE ENT:F?Q?}/ of-
Do uM ¥Tlony GENeRATED v THS (NSTANT RSE
A4S DFew T (APCELLANT) Has to oTUER RémeDp
AT (Aw To c’bmfa'i CcounNsgl Th Do SoO-

Darsd s 39 Day of dehBer, 2007

%/ﬁel 7= Gere i * 0837

Box o7
N
CARSON £ TY N L9702

7/
Ner (APl (AnTIIN PRo-SE

3)
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MICHAEL T. BotE Lito® £0837
Po. Boa UT

NEVADA sTRTE  fRiSond
CARSon c(7Y, W.ZF 202

IN THE SUWREME CouRT of THE STATE ofF Nasvada

M HAEL T BareL Ho,
APPELLAMT, cAse no. ¥ 958¢

vs.

- e’ oF — —

THE STATE  NEVADA
RESforipeN T . \

. AFFI1DAUT N SupPlofT OF moTrenN foR (wrTH-
. BRAWL oF ATopuey ofF RECORD AND TRANSFeF

of RECORDS 4D moTron To PRockeD 1 FoRkmA
 PAUPERIS [TN FRo. 55" JU Fiis SulrimsanAl ,
AL AL NEVADA SupREME COURT (v 0RO -5&

T et e s e ¥

COMES Lowi, MICHAEL T. BIELHo, A el ANT ACT-
ING N PRo se, wHo BeiNG FiesT DulyY SwokN
AND UNDER THE PanvalTY of fsriugY, Do Heraft
Defose AND sTATE THE FollowinG?
{0) T am THE APPELLANT IN THE AROVE &NTITLED
ACTION -
(1) T #ave Received NO Resfonss TRom CounNssh
In RE6LRDS T MY ¢cAsSE AND HeR Sub—

SEQUENT DISREGUARD €of APPELLANTS (GRounDS
V11. 790
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wiHicH counsel. MEXPLIGTELY (WAWED, AS wELL AS
Crounbs PurPossiy Letr- dur =F THE PendidG
SuPﬁt?fﬂE (AT ;fsppeﬂi- (N THE STATE s NeUADA

(3 Counsel. TRICD To rAuse AfPsllAvT TD Lose
His CRovses By NoT ADDReSSiNG THEM Avp THUS
COUSING THE [NEXHAXST N ¢F K CR1GinAL PosT -
CofiteTion PemiTion R (JRiT of HAGEAS Cork F4S .

EH). crnsel Uas enrHeld cfunal i MED CamnT 1oV
e APPELLANT (e LrenT)

(D counsel. HAS FACTUALLY LD To A PPeLIANT
\/CL:W\ AND 15 CROVABLE

L reuncel. HAS MisDIREcTED cliaVT (N Eb’juﬁ@DS
To THS justaat— APPEAL HS wigil As FALING TO
DISCUSS c@uTinl PornTs BERRE (oTriorkls StATE
VI epm ALY HoalidG ,rge;,u Actingg WridouT clignaTs
KNOW LEGE AND  PerpmisScon T Acts  SHock g
ro CeTrtnneik, - |

(7 Crirrone® é%/ éﬁi/v'T‘/CéféN?‘) tlar SerERAL
Cr o DS el BY SArp Courisal AT EUIOENT—
oy et G w7l TORL DISREGUAED Fo ELianTS
GRounDS pnD APPERL . T ADDITIN , THIS A&/
wAS Dong L THouT LRSS i Ao PEAR iNow—
L5De6 of Her cliaT (Permmss)affecimTy,

BuD WiTHWT PeliTionsRS EATTLGmenT TD DuE
PRocess,

(2) V11. 791
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{Q) CounNsel. wnten Til. AlmosT THE VERY
LAST DAY To FoftwARD APPerl € oPsnmg BRIEF,
A BRIGF WHzRgv Ste s T feDekal Pfopai’et‘f
THe () GRouND SHE AcTusllY DerewbeD-

(37 To mAKE MATERS wokse | Counsel LHS
&f‘.&umﬁc‘ IN HER SupplimeNrAl 1D PeriTMNERS
PRo S tufar 3 Uabeas (aRPus. THE (o1 SleciFicall )f
ADDRESSED Her. Sols t5sue (N (Rouwp MINECT)
OF ORIGINAL PeTiTioN (1F Counsel Had Rerd (Wounds,
SHE vsouLD Have kebwn THC. Councel £leD A SufP-
Limertral 75 Ts sRiqinAL Dsretrond APCUIAG THS
SAME Y TH NG, S-r—ﬁwfsvzl oNouGH | THE cuRr
DEWISD THiS (wiaunt 1N FeTrtanzis (T But™
AEARD (T puifew ADDRESED N e sipp Limewmal .
AGA W) BY TUE SAmE PRESuDIC AL | BIASED JuDEE
wkp DISPEEUARDED TUE Porrridsl s M7eTrn T
e Cou T e {uDeEsS Becusal &JJ{@EE’A/
luoes AlA Vies ATSD DISTRwT couftT AND SIRTE
D FaeperAl Ruibs BY fHerdmit dar Dca'"ruy/rJG
CaTrmnaRS MoTron (RoJoRLY BEFoke THe <oulT
CounNsSel Dipnr cAacE 1o AZELEs THis AN TS
AP O il M Supes (0ulr HS
CJsLL.

T o THeFEERE SuBmrdid 7HE /NStAnt
HMoTion g AAFIOANT (M Goob FATH | AS T Have
No oTHeR ReEmEDY THAN THIS (ouRTS  pPowieR
TO EN@RCE My Sturwroky ROHTS ANE.

(\ 37 V11. 792
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CAUSE CourisSsl To BE pmH DAL i) AN Proces v
PRo S& 1) THis (NSTANT  ACTION:
PAaTeD 7HS 3‘%{7;17 o~ 0CTDBER 1007
kel it §9837

Frivetnes T ﬁd‘&’é'fﬁ‘d
bex 667 N SF
CALSan] LT, Y 8572

ACHEL AT I o SE

VEFIEICATRe urniDER PenALTY of HeRdeRY -
T Do VERFT unDoE PenALTY ofF feRIURY THAT THs
Alous ML DAVIT 1S TRug AnD CorRECT AND 5 STATED
O THE BEST of MY OwN PERSONAL KnvowLdqs  AND 1S
M AOE witHour BepNeFT of A NoRRY PuRSuANT“TD
NRS 208.1¢S, AS Tm A WCARCERATED (RSN’
Wit B 550837
Arpetladr I o -5& 7

CeRT1 £1CATE._0F _SeRuICE _BY. amAlult -

T Do CernifY ar o mAilgD A TRug AND
CRRECT cofY s THE EoREEONG  MoTron AR
WITHDRAWL o Counse L ; FoRrwAXD of ESCGQD.S
AND (ViSTlonN T File AFPRL IN 2D gs”

D File SuUbPlL imenrBLl. #EPeRl To Dernil
OF EVDEWNTIAY Heradn§ Bap (FouNQs O
T TO Nevpta Sufeps Couk T, 7O THE
ADDRE SS&S Bslow onf THS 3‘)40»47 &F

OCTOLER 200‘7 BY PlAcnG SHAams IMTO
(co V11. 793
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Thae U.

Javems Bloem

€ LERK-NV.SUPREME CouRT
20! SouTH CARSod sST.
CARSoN ciTY NV 89701

JubGe PolAHA

SeconD dJupemal DisT, coaRT

DefT- #3
BoX 3ec 83
RENo MU, 87520

MARY Low Wilsed \esa.

3> mAaRsSH Ave,
Reno NV, 89529

Cc g

o, AL /A )FRISeN LAR L1BRaRY STAFF, 'N com~
S (b))

ATeRNEY (ENERAL
100 NoRTH CARSON ST

ksl Y, NV $501- 4747

TEREKE McARTHY
ARPeUATE Defry D.A-

WHsHE coudry Distrer ATTY dfias

Box 30083
ReNO J,f\l(/v g7S20

p‘%mft’ﬁ/ﬂ/fy So Barerzadd

kel ottty #9837
preesnect 7o Borelfo

Box 487

NS A

&G Sord EITY ! €702

4
AL ar i HRo-SE

(5 )
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INICHREL T BT LHp 80937

__{NevAD A_Ghite_PRison

o ”ﬁRSQM_ﬁCIﬂ._;N X-_S_‘L'ZQZ_

Po. Bok o7 .

' m ms__sume ME Cou fzr!b_'f THe: STATE 0F NEVADA

' D .
‘im_l_c.tf_&ELi_- Botglto , -
APPELLANT, \_ CASENO... '7‘?59&,4_
)
Vi y |
o )
|THE_STTE DF !JE\/AD&} ";\
- ___RESPNdENT, . Lm :

gﬁGuEST To ﬁL '

,T_af_p__\} Fﬁm bErOIArL aF

" HaBeAS.: COQPU.SWPosr_*CQQJtcﬂoN o

_,EE;LEF P?‘ﬁ‘i‘mw &Rc? (S@)

——

ﬁC,om £5_Now ,_m ICHAE. LF:F__B oTEL LH@_\_EMQ\\}EQ i
HMHF%_ALSoquwM AS__BoABLHO . PeTiTioNER ofR

» _PRL%?@“E’R_!_ To_REGL EST_TB_ELE THe Su

| PLERDIagS mPu.({.S’uM To_NRe P EEN

Pume‘l\rm(- .
e Ha E’ARUBK

_Fed.__ A—PpsnL_B_‘r'_*CauN sel_ X sﬂxrtoq Wilson.
Tiis_ PeTition 1S BASED onl THE EACTS,, sﬂ'%mmm

'NFO&Mﬁ'nau Laws Hﬂmﬂs}_eh'fssﬂ_com‘ﬂwgh 467%‘
. --._lM_ﬁJ\sJ—‘ou,ows' '

X-H_LEJ-\-T—C—g

V2
- z:x“&‘ '
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G‘R ou;dn) ONE

APPeELLATE  COunSEL WhS. Ty 5T VE_ FOR_HCLL*

-NG T©_PReSENT _PRaSerVED_TsSues oN APPeal-
1AND 1@ PRESENT _TSSugsS (N A Cc>r~J‘:~'.-E '\Lu.‘ffél\/ﬁL

MBNNER , THEREBY_PRELuDICIAG AND BURDENING -
|| PeitioneR_ AMOuAITING To A DAL oF PrTitisneks

RGHTS Ta_ eFFacTiVE. ASSISTANCE 0F_counseL

A Dus Plocess of LAW AS GMWBE)MB.V-

| THE FETH_ SixTH_sap (19 fouftramrl T AmMewD~

MENTS. To. THE UNTED STATES - (ONCETdToN

PLense ReFer_TO TH. e’_mammmmcwmw ED:

He RE Vle,_,_B‘i-'__PxPFB‘PkL
- (Ré&zoRD)

G‘.&Quu_b “Two

|feTimioneR- Wﬁs_bmaetb___ME_PEace:ss_,_e'@aAL PROTECT=

ioN _AD 4 GAR _TRIAL_ ﬂsméaﬁ&m BY TH&

HEETH | SixTH_AND FoulTeanTH_AMBNDMENTS_TO. THE™

U.s ,__CONQ’IT_W’u‘r’o N__WHEN_THs__SeNTENC I a_:ﬁraﬁr

@MRT) ABuUsed 1 1Ts_pisceémw AND ReELIED

UPON. PR EUDICAL , FALSE, MISLERDING AND

N FALPMLﬁ_m@@m:q TroN__AT Re SENTE BENCING.
HeARING _(dieH_ RESUCTED IN_THs IMPosriiond

OF NL{N\.E'QOUSLY TIm.fosED __,a/\&‘?’c:q 77 Vé"
|LLIFS  SeNTENCES

e ———

ee—

(_—2 ) | o v11.f95 :
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Plenss: REFER T THE_MEMORANDUM
CONTAINED N_THE REviEw 5F ARPERL

(ReeorD)

i  GRounD THREE.

LN e | o

'_—-_

PE.‘t.‘m.wER._w.AS téD_DqE PRo. casglﬁ_Fm R |

TRIAL EQUAL _PRo1ECTIoN_AND EFFECTIUE.

_ASSISTANCE _ofF  CounNSegl A4S aa,q@wm'gb

MNen’E__To. ﬂhr U-S. CoNSrrurion _wesN TS

BY. e G ETH, SIXTH AND__EZ)_&LRTEEM TH_AmenDd- -

COu_—_Q’F_EDS_N_LB'_D___PEﬁﬂoMQKKE MoTion, R R~

CUSAL _AND/eR_ CekanOS._of _(fenlus. AND

ALlowBD 1HE &WTRY (F HeWRSAY. EVIDENCS

L UNAUTHORIZED) YNDR_ MARA L ComtrunicATIoNS

PR:U:LB’GB"

f’Lenser RefaR To THs Man_ax_éﬁa@dm |

CONTAWED (W _Te REVEW O _APPeAL
- E (REZeRDY

QuN O R

PeTimroneR_wAs Denigd_Dus PRocess oF (Aw, A

€00 TRAL Eausl _fRoTecTion AND FEFECTIVE.
RSS(STANCE._oF CoynsSel ﬂS_m@_fLﬁfQﬁa/TgEﬁ By

THE_GETH,_SIKTH_AND (OURTEENTH AN END.~

MENTS._ oC HE U3, Mmﬂw AT_THE

_ ( 5—3 ‘ : | V11. 797
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W o St
- -

SENTENCNG t-(mczn\\e Wi RESULTED /M.

THe. _I_LY\,@DS.t_‘[(_a_fsf_i\c"_&umEQ.O.(LLLLEBZ_SEN'7

———

TENCES. N

PLenss ReFER To THE MEMRMNDUAN

CONTAWNED (N THe Review:-&v_ APPSAL
RECORD) _

G’ROHMD_EME

Peti Tron 6RS GUILTY PLER_WAS K0T aNTERED

KoL ing Ly Ly ENTE LLIGENTLY. ) AND_ VoluNTARLLY
|T VioraToN_o€ _His_ RGHTS_ To_a AR TRAL,

EQUAL PRovectionl ) Dus  PRocesSs AND EFFECT-

e ASSiStancs 3 _counsel AS_GuaRanTEED.

BY THe  EeH , SIxTH_ AND_Fo RTEGNTH AM&'MB-

i menTs To ﬂv‘f U.S. CoNSTITTIoN

flense REFER TO THE NBMORANDUN

CotnSTAMNED 1N THe Reviewd G?HAPng,L

(Re ek

L~
N~
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GRouaD - Six

| TRIAL Counsel_wAS TN eFEGCTIVE UNDER THE

GUARANTEES _AF. THE__SixTH_AMENDMENT _FR

FALUNG__TD ADPEAR AMD/oﬁ _BENSURE__TH§.

QPPmaMce*__oLPm-rwe'R Bcfa&r THs _GRAND

' JuRY _PRocaEDMNES Nl Vio(ATion_ 6E NRS (72,2739

llanD. NRs 172241 wHicH RESWTED (n-A

DEMIAL o Dug PRocessS, EQUAL. FRoTE Tron

AND A EaR TRIAL AS CuARANTEED By THE

FETH _AND FoulToenié A AMBNDMGAFK TO Th“é'.

_MN:T&D _Safes Jao\lsrz-m-rza;\l

Plenss EsFar T Tus MEMORAND UM
_ ComTANSD i _TH& ReEVIEW_OF _APemL |

(RECORD

F’_éfi ounD SE\/Q\I

TRiAL Counsel ﬂlE CbuRT AND THE R@Sgcur-

i fon EallsD TO Ssa‘}( ﬁ___COMPe‘T'é"AfG‘/ HEARING-,

wHeN _THE RecoRp_ IS cleAR_THeRs. EK/STS

A DoUBT To PsTiTionaRS MenTL - #@qﬂ(@m?ﬂ:___

gucce)w V/0LATIIN oF NRS-I78- 408 THus
RESULTING in_A Denial of e?Fsc‘:m/s’

ASS IsTancE af Counkeal, Dus’ PRo cB <SS, BQupl
PRo1ECTION, 4 EAR_TRAL AND A  CoNsTruT=

lond AL Pugﬁ RS _ busRanTEED._ BY THE

“_"_S 3 /3 ’I' 700
: K i VILI. I'oog




V11, 800

FIET_, S1vTH AND EuRTEENTH _ANGUDMENTS

T THE_UNITED_STATES  (OpsTliuTioN

i PLense peree ™ THs Mmo_&mm
CoNTRINED__IN_THg_ REVIEW oF APPsAL
| . (R&' CoRD) | : o
GrounD _BIGHT

TRIAL AND APPELLATE Counsel._wWERE TNGHECT-

I WE_UNDER THE GuARALTEES _OF THE - SixTH

AvenpmenT  FoR_ALLOWING  PsTrtiondR 10 B

SUBIECTED  TO_ MULTTPLE(TouS, DullciTous . =

AnDfoR _(ESSER_TNclupeD OFFeNSES, RESULT=

12\ _In_A_DENAL 0F PuE PRocESS , DouBLE.

160 PAR0Y, EauAL_PROTECTRN_AND_A_FAR TRBL

AS_GuARANTEED BY THE F1ETH AND FouRTEaNTH

AMENDMBENTS To THE .S, CoNSTITUTIoN,

PLoASe___REFeR_T™ THE MEMORANDUM

_ConTRED_(N_THe. REVIEW SDF_&‘REeé\_

(REZoRD

GROUND._NINE

TRIAL_CounSEL WAS_TNEEFE.CTIVE ANDER

THE. GuARANTEES._ OF _THE SIXTH AMeuD—

OENT_IN_£AIL g TO ENSURE_BTT7oNER

(G ) I V1L 800 'A .
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RECEWED A PsvcHosexuAl EVALWATIAN

HPursuAT To NRS 7L (2T AND_NRS

176135 1o 8E UTiLTEd AT smcwj

adri——

F’wmﬁe___PscachL_Q&me AND  PeRors ReARD

Henkings , RESULTING I A DeNtdl of Dus
bﬁocsss#,_ga WAL PRoTecTron _awD A R

teial AS__GuaRANTEED BY THE EFTH

AND (> URTEENTH AMENDMENTS T 'rf—l—er

"-_,_mgn%sg coNsuTuTN _

Plenss ReFeR T0 THg M Ma}ng,%\/bum

CONTANED  IN ‘ﬂde Revis oF_APPEAL

(Re’coﬁb)

@’ﬁo_w\_fb TEN.

e | e = ey

 TRiaL AND APPSLIATE counseL wWERE INsFFecTIVE
UNDER_THE GuaRANTEES oF THE SIXTH_AMEND -

MENT_(oR_FAILI8G TO fRoTEET FererionsR ﬁeom_;_
THE UNONSTiTeTronAL Kzoyﬁz%u& SYATUTE,

NKS 280 .00 AND MRS 200 329 A4S .BE'M/

| 5*UAjae’%/4nfD _MBlyzia_&S o ﬂ@?ﬁ_ﬂkc& &M SO

—mtn -

AS APPUED ™ PeTitronsR_, THUS bm91M7 .
Fermwsﬂ H1S _RGHS T2 DuUE PRoceSS. Ll

—

'P@_gﬁc?'?admﬂt\ﬂ?_ﬁ_@tﬂ “F\Q{ALJ}S_@MMTB‘ED__W

BY e FiEH AND Fouk mry_&/mﬁmmmm/rs

To THE UNITER Stites_ ConlST ration/

/7\

[
=

c -
@) :
H

_.____.qL_._;
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T

_CONTAINEDP—_inN__THe__ReEVIEW 0E_ RPPEHL
7 (RE<cRPD -

,G—’R ouniD é_L_@:v_._gn/

TME\,“L_LouMsm_ wr—}s_IME'EFgcTNE UNDER 'ms

_GupRAKITEES_OF._THE SIXTH' AMEBNDMENT (N

FRILNG TO ENSURE_PeTiTionsR _RECHIVED

__QER“E&&I&ML_HHEB&NQS Pe‘mewq to
- é‘KfRADmoN jARR AIGNMBNT ¢ LA C—@Wju@._’,

HenRinNdS  AND: A pﬂe'u/hm/f;«ﬁ - HeBR Y,

._RESut:n q (~ A DeNml oF Dus PRocess |

I
EQual. pRoTecTwn_ a0 A (AR _fRiL 4

GMARMD B¢ THE F‘rFﬂI AnSD ﬁau&cr:_m#

Pmssm_ﬁgfsgm To_THE_MEMeRANDUM.

corTRINED (n_THE REVISW. OF H?PgﬂL ' /

@gaseo) : | ‘

_(5Rg ualD TwsILVE

| TR _AND APSLLATE Counss . withe (N=

EHEcTIVE._UNDESR_THE GUIRANTEES  BF THE

SIXTH _AmenND. MENC_@_@_QLLOWIMS CeriTions

To BE SuB jsemeD. T2 s PRowisins o

NRS 1% 013/ _ L:(g‘rmg S’qpaﬁwmzv

LS ) _ \/11.802




B V11. SOLS '

THus bENl{(MS%PeTﬂ’fONB‘Q _of s RgHTS @ Dus
R{QCBXS E'@UL&L PRo1eCcT (oN_M_'_&_EhtﬁwjﬁmL

AS_. Guﬁ'ﬁﬁ\\l’r?@ BY THE. CiFTH_AMD (ouRTEENTE,

AMGEE To 'r_He’ WS- CoplSTtTCUTI00M .

PLonSE. ROFER_TD THE_MEMORANDUN]

CONTAWED I _THE £ mm_o&aeem

_Q@ou«LD_TH'QT::EN

UNDER_THE _GLaRANTEES DF THE Stx7i_ AMBND~

TRIAL_#ND_pCPBLLATE ¢ CDWQSEL_LU_G'_IQB' :u\JEFFger' v __

MeNT =Y qud%_‘r_u_Pﬁ.oTEd PeTiTroleR Fom

NUMER OUS S CoNSESCuTiVEZEL(IFE_ SMN&B’S

THus, DEFRI A QMPE‘TTIQ.-JERWOF HS_RgHTS T3
. DUS PRocESS | BQUAL_PRorecThn., A EAIR

TRAL A«JD ) CRuUEL AD_UNASUAL _Bun(SHM ENT

R SN SR S

kS GCUARANTEED BY THE FIfTH AND FouR—
| TexNTH_Aenomants_ To —rHE UNTED

éﬂmﬁS—CO NSTITUTION...

Pledss_PareR 1o _THs /ﬂem?wafm

LCONTRINED i 7HE Reuiew of APegAL
o | CRE“OORD‘? :

(*_61 > _ V11803
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éﬁQO_L(A/Q ; KOMQTEEN

TRAL _AlD P.‘?P_G:L_L_ﬁIE__C OUNSEL_WERS ngEﬁ'a’

| vs FoR _AAILIN.G. TD. INUESTIGATE. _COMMMICATF
i _PETITIonER _ (0 foRM ﬂmmﬂeﬁ of THE =

TRUE (pers _4S TUEY KGLATB‘_T‘D_’TF:F&JHSM

_”c&Sé AND_EFFECTi vl REPRESENT fg‘)’ﬂd@?

Wéa?f/aar THE JuDICAL_PlocasDINGS N

TiiS_CASE. , AS  MoRGE Tk 0&7#9/__9&&&: Bah

| BeLow, tthcH RESULTED (o An OWKNMJ!N?)_
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SuPREWE COURT
OF
NEvADA

©) 19474 =i ) , DV:B'}EQ‘fg

] g

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

| MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO, No. 49586
Appellant,
v. FILED
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
] Respondent. OCT 31 2007

ORDER ay egﬂk’fﬁmw#ﬁ&??m
neé PUTYCLERE

This is an appeal from the denial of appellant’s post conviction
petition for writ of habeas corpus. On October 9, 2007, appellant
submitted a proper person “Motion for Withdrawl [sic] of Attorney of
Record and Motion and Leave to File Supplimental [sic] Appeal in Forma
Pauperis/Pro-se to Nevada Supreme Court.”! In the document, appellant
expresses dissatisfaction with his appellate counsel, Mary Lou Wilson, and
requests that this court remove her as appellant’s counsel (‘Jf record and
allow appellant to proceed in proper person.

A criminal defendant may not reject court appointed counsel
absent a showing of good cause. See Thomas v. State, 94 Nev. 605, 584
P.2d 674 (1978); cf., Thomas v. Wainwright, 767 F.2d 738 (11t Cir, 1985),
cert. denied, 475 U.S. 1031 (1986) (good cause for the substitution of

appointed counsel cannot be determined solely according to the subjective
standard of what the defendant perceived; defendant’s general loss of

confidence or trust in his counsel, standing alone, is not sufficient). We

! We note that appellant has neither sought nor been granted leave
to file documents in proper person, See NRAP 46(b). Nevertheless,
because we elect to address this motion on its merits, we direct the clerk of
this court to file the motion received on October 9, 2007.

(oA
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conclude that appellant’s contentions do not rise to the level of adequate
cause for the removal of appointed counsel and we decline to grant
appellant’s request to remove his current counsel. Appellant shall proceed
hereafter through his appointed counsel in the prosecution of this appeal.

As appellant is represented by counsel in this appeal, we
decline to grant him permission to file further documents in proper
person. See NRAP 46(b). Accordingly, we direct the clerk of this court to
return, unfiled, the proper person document received on September 28,
2007.

It 1s so ORDERED. )
2/(_@—%1'»‘— . CJd.

cc:  Mary Lou Wilson
Attorney General Catherine Cortez Masto/Carson City
Washoe County District Attorney Richard A, Gammick
Michael Todd Botelho

'\
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Case 3:08-cv-00399-LRH-RAM  Document 32  Filed 10/28/2009 Page 1 of 1

AQ 450 (Rev. 5/85) Judgment in a Civil Case ®

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

*ERER DISTRICT OF _ NEVADA

MICHAEL T. BOTELHO,

Petitioner, JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
CASE NUMBER:3:08-CV-00399-LRH-RAM
JAMES BENEDITTIL, et al.,
Respondents.
Jury Verdict. This action came before the Court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried
and the jury has rendered its verdict.

Decision by Court. This action came to trial or hearing before the Court. The issues have been
tried or heard and a decision has been rendered.

X  Decision by Court. This action came to be considered before the Court. The issues have been
considered and a decision has been rendered.

IT 1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that respondents’ motion to dismiss (#20) is GRANTED.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this case is DISMISSED without prejudice to allow petitioner to
return to state court to exhaust his claims.

October 28, 2009 LANCE S. WILSON
Clerk

/s/__Marti Campbell
Deputy Clerk

o 1t

— .

Erqno T L
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FILED
Electronically
02-17-2010:11:54:25 AM
Howard W. Conyers
3035 Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 1326344

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE
MICHAEL T. BOTELHO,
Petitioner,
Case No. CR0O3P2156
VS.

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Department No.: 3

Respondent.
/

ORDER GRANTING IN FORMA PAUPERIS

Having read Petitioner's Request and Affidavit in Support of Request to Proceed
in Forma Pauperis, the Court finds that Petitioner is currently serving a sentence in a
correctional institution.

Pursuant to Nevada Supreme Court's Order ADKT No. 411, a person will be
deemed ‘indigent’ who is unable, without substantial hardship to himself or his
dependents, to obtain competent qualified legal counsel on his own. Under this
standard, a presumption of substantial hardship attaches to those persons currently
serving a sentence in a correctional institution or housed in a mental health facility.

The Court further finds that pursuant to NRS 171.188, Petitioner has insufficient
assets and/or income to proceed absent a grant of forma pauperis status.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to NRS 171.188, Petitioner is granted leave

to proceed in forma pauperis.

V11. 823
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Court allow said MICHAEL T.
BOTELHO to bring such action without costs and file or issue any necessary writ,
process, pleading or paper without charge, with the exception of jury fees.

IT 1S HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Sheriff or any other appropriate
officer within the state make personal service of any necessary writ, process, pleading
or paper without charge for MICHAEL T. BOTELHO.

ET IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the above entitled matter is referred to
the Honorable Jerome Polaha, the assigned Judge presiding over the underlying
matter, for the Court's determination as to whether or not the Petitioner should be

appointed counsel to represent him in this matter.

DATED this _IG™ day of_felrua n? , 2010.

Omm’a ’S \ @ﬁn\@mm

CHIEF DISTRICT JUDGE =~

20f2
V11. 824
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

2 [ certify that | am an employee of JUDGE CONNIE STEINHEIMER, and that on the
’ _ﬁbday of £Ebﬂg Wi 5 , 2010, | deposited in the county mailing system, a
: true copy of the attached docurnent, addressed to:

Michael T. Boteiho

7 || Inmate no. 80837

P.O. Box 7000

8 || carson City, Nevad 89702
g || Via U.S. Postal Service

10

11

12 | hereby certify that on the l l day of __|

13 || electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using/the ECF system which

, 2010, |

" |l will send a notice of electronic filing to the following:

15
Gary Hatlestad, Esq. -

16 || Chief Deputy District Attorney
17

18

g WL

20 Marci L. Stone

21

22

23

24

28

27

28

V11.8%5




V11. 826

Freexx IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:
Judge:

Official File Stamp:
Clerk Accepted:

Court:

Case Title:

Document(s) Submitted:

Filed By:

CRO3P2156
JEROME POLAHA

02-17-2010:11:54:25

02-17-2010:11:59:24

Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada
POST: MICHAEL TODD BOTELHO (D3)

Ord Proceed Forma Pauperis

Marci Trabert

You may review this filing by clicking on the
following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

MARY LOU WILSON, ESQ. for MICHAEL
BOTELHO

TERRENCE MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional

means (see Nevada electronic filing rules):

V11. 826
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OTES TO DECISIONS

The words “general law" as used in this sectig
Hardgrave v. State ex rel, State Hwy. Dep't, 8

n a general law passed by the Legislature.
249, 1964 Nev. LEXIS 124 (1964).

~

The state under the doct
construction of road
LEXIS 124 (19

of soverelgn Immunity Is Immune from

llity for its negligent
ardgrave v. State ex rel. State Hwy. Dep't, 80 Nev. 74, 385%™,

249, 1964 Nev.

in: Hill v. Thomas, 70 Nev. 383, 270 P.2d 179, 1954 Nev. LEXIS 64 (1954); State ex
snnan v. Bowman, 89 Nev. 330, 512 P.2d 1321, 1973 Nav. LEXIS 515 (1973).

$ 23. Enacting clause; law to be enacted by bill,

The enacting clause of every law shall be as follows: “The people of the State of Nevada
represented in Senate and Assembly, do enact as follows,” and no law shall be enacted exceptby -
bill.

NOTES TO DECISIONS

This constitutional provision is mandatory and an act not in the proper form is void and
unenforceable. State ex rel. Chase v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250, 1875 Nev. LEXIS 24 (1875).

This section is an imperative mandate of the people in their sovereign capacity to the Legislature,
requiring that all laws to be binding upon them ghall, upon their face, express the authority by which they
were enacled, and an acl wihich does not show such authority upon (s face is not a law, Slate ex rel.
Chase v. Rogers, 10 Nev,_250, 1875 Nav. LEXIS 24 (1875).

Each of the words are necessary in the enacting clause. The words “represented in senate and
assembly.” expressive of the authority which passed the law, are as necessary as the words "the people”
ar any other words of the enacting clause. State ex rel. Chase v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250, 1875 Nav. LEXIS

24 (1879).

~7 OPINIONS OF ATTORNEY GENERAL
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The gnacting clause js mandatory. A joint resolution adopted by both houses cannot becorne a valid
law if it does not contain the enacting clause required by this section. AGO 85 (7-25-1951).

1. Bxgept as otherwise provided in subsection 2, no lottery may be authorized by this State;
nor may lotteryigkets be sold.

2. The State and th&"palitical subdivisions thereof shall not operate a lotéefy. The legislature
may authorize persons engaged™in _charitable activities or activitigs6t for profit to operate a
lottery in the form of a raffle or drawing.on their own behgléAll proceeds of the lottery, less
expenses directly related to the operation of tRelgttery, #rtist be used only to benefit charitable or
nonprofit activities in this state. A charitablg.ef” touprofit organization shall not employ or
otherwise engage any person to organize.or operate its lotterc for compensation. The legislature
may provide by law for the regulgtieff of such lotteries.

Amengmdnts, The 1980 amendme;il L to this section was proposed and passed in Statutes dfhlgvada
1987,.p~2468; agreed to and passed in Sthtutes of Nevada 1989, p. 2249; and ratified at tha 1990 gengre
gtEction. !

NOTES TO DECISIONS

A [ottery is a game of hazard In which smail sums are venturad for the chance of obtaining greatsas:
Stat@ax rel. Murphy v. Overton, 16 Nev, 136, 1881 Nev. LEXIS 23 (1881).

A ticket which purpregts to entltle the holder to whatever prize may be drawn by’its corresponding
number In a prize scheihe is a lottary ticket. State ex rel. Murphy v. OverortT 16 Nev. 136, 1881 Nev.
LEXIS 23 (1881).

When the element of chance enters into thre.distributioh of prizes it is a lottery regardliess of the
name by which it is called; courts will not inquire Ielhe name but will determine the character of the
scheme by the nature of the transaction or bdSiness iftwhich the parties are engaged. State ex ral.
Murphy v, Overton, 16 Nev. 136, 1881 NawTEXIS 23 (1881).

Neither the charitable chgra€ter nor the name given to the scheme.gan legitimize a lottery. The
act authorizing the Nevada-Benevolent Association to give public entertainmeMe or gift concerts and to
sell tickets of admigsich entitling the holder to participate in a distribution of awards by raffle or other
scheme of like atfaracter, for the purpose of providing means to erect an insane asylumQvided for a
lottery anglMierefore was unconstitutional; the character of the scheme was in no way chang&sly the
charjlatffe purpose of the act, nor by calling the drawings “entertainments or gift concerts.” Ex p2
Btanchard, 9 Nev. 101, 1874 Nev. LEXIS 1 (1874).

nveode 2
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‘Hl. 841

200.310. Degrecs.

1. A person who willfully seizes, confines, inveigles, entices, decoys, abducts, conceals,
kidnaps or carries away a person by any means whatsoever with the intent to hold or detain, or
who holds or detains, the person for ransom, or reward, or for the purpose of committing sexual
assault, extortion or robbery upon or from the person, or for the purpose of killing the person or
inflicting substantial bodily harm upon the person, or to exact from relatives, friends, or any other
person any money or valuable thing for the return or disposition of the kidnapped person, and a
person who leads, takes, entices, or carties away or detains any minor with the intent to keep,
imprison, or confine the minor from his or her parents, guardians, or any other person having
lawful custody of the minor, or with the intent to hold the minor to unlawful service, or
perpetrate upon the person of the minor any unlawful act is guilty of kidnapping in the first
degree which 1s a category A felony.

2. A person who willfully and without authority of law seizes, inveigles, takes, carries away
or kidnaps another person with the intent to keep the person secretly imprisoned within the State,
or for the purpose of conveying the person out of the State without authority of law, or in any
manner held to service or detained against the person’s will, is guilty of kidnapping in the second
degree which is a category B felony.

1947, p. 551; CL 1929 (1949 Supp.), § 10612.05; 1959, p. 20: 1979, p. 39; 1987, ch. 215, § 1, p.
495; 1995, ch. 443, § 53, p. 1184.

NOTES TO DECISIONS

Statute was not unconstitutional simply because defendant also could have been charged under NRS
§ 200.359(1)a) that provided that taking his daughter from the mother who had custody was only a
category D felony. Hernandez v. State, 118 Nev. 513, 50 P.3d 1100, 2002 Nev. LEXIS 69 (2002}, cert.
denied, 537 U.S. 1197, 123 S. Ct. 1263, 154 L. Ed. 2d 1034, 2003 U.S. LEXIS 1239 (2003).

A minimum distance of asportation is not necessary to support a charge of kidnapping; it is the fact,
not the distance, of forcible removal of a victim that constitutes the offense. Jensen v. Sheriff, White Pine
County, 89 Nev. 123, 508 P.2d 4, 1973 Nev. LEXIS 443 (1973); Eckert v. Sheriff, Clark County, 92 Nev.
719, 557 P.2d 1150, 1976 Nev. LEXIS 732 (1976).

Asportation was not a necessary element of kidnaping where the victim was physically restrained,
the restraint increased the risk of harm and therefore was not incidental to extortion, and the restraint had
an independent purpose as it was essential to the accomplishment of mayhem. Clem v. State, 104 Nev.
351, 760 P.2d 103, 1988 Nev. LEXIS 54 (1988), overruled, Zgombic v. State, 106 Nev. 571, 798 P.2d 548,
1990 Nev. LEXIS 110 (1990), overruled in part, Zgombic v. State, 106 Nev. 571, 798 P.2d 548, 1990 Nev.
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200.366. Sexual assault: Definition; penalties.

1. A person who subjects another person to sexual penetration, or who forces another person
to make a sexual penetration on himself or herself or another, or on a beast, against the will of
the victim or under conditions in which the perpetrator knows or should know that the victim is
mentally or physically incapable of resisting or understanding the nature of his or her conduct, is
guilty of sexual assault.

2. Except as otherwise provided in subsections 3 and 4, a person who commits a sexual
assault is guilty of a category A felony and shall be punished:

(a) If substantial bodily harm to the victim results from the actions of the defendant
committed in connection with or as a part of the sexual assault, by imprisonment in the state
prison:

(1) For life without the possibility of parole; or

(2) For life with the possibility of parole, with eligibility for parole beginning
when a minimum of 15 years has been served.

(b) If no substantial bodily harm to the victim results, by imprisonment in the state prison
for life with the possibility of parole, with eligibility for parole beginning when a minunum of 10
years has been served.

3. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 4, a person who commits a sexual assault
against a child under the age of 16 years is guilty of a category A felony and shall be punished:

(a) If the crime results in substantial bodily harm to the child, by imprisonment in the
state prison for life without the possibility of parole.

(b) Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (c), if the crime does not result in
substantial bodily harm to the child, by imprisonment in the state prison for life with the
possibility of parole, with eligibility for parole beginning when a minimum of 25 years has been
served.

(¢) If the crime is committed against a child under the age of 14 years and does not result
in substantial bodily harm to the child, by imprisonment in the state prison for life with the
possibility of parole, with eligibility for parole beginning when a minimum of 35 years has been
served.

4. A person who commits a sexual assault against a child under the age of 16 years and who
has been previously convicted of:

NVCODE 1
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