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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

LUIS ANGEL CASTRO. No. 83680-COA
Appellant, :

VS.

THE STATE OF NEVADA, F E LE D
Respondent. :

ORDER DIRECTING RESPONSE

This is a pro se appeal from an order of the district court
denying a postconviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus. In his petition,
Castro raised several claims of ineffective assistance of trial counsel,
including that counsel’s communication with Castro’s parents regarding the
plea negotiations resulted in his parents’ coercing Castro to enter a plea.
Our review of the record reveals that this claim may have merit. See Iaea
v. Sunn, 800 F.2d 861, 863, 868 (9th Cir. 1986). Therefore, we conclude that
a response is warranted. Accordingly, the State shall have 30 days from the
date of this order to file and serve a response, including points and
authorities, addressing whether the district court erred by denying Castro’s
netition without an evidentiary hearing. The response shall comply with
NRAP 28 and NRAP 32. Appellant shall have 15 days from the date of the
response to file a reply. See NRAP 28(k). For the purposes of NRAP 28(e),
the response and any reply shall cite to the record on appeal transmitted by
the district court clerk.

It 1s so ORDERIED.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

LUIS ANGEL CASTRO, Supreme Court No. 83680
Appellant, District Court Case No. AB35827,C314092
VS.

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Respondent.

NOTICE OF REJECTION OF FILED DOCUMENT

TO: Clark County District Attorney \ John T. Afshar, Clark County District Attorney

The document you filed is being rejected for the following reason(s):

Document entitled "Notice of Appearance and Answering Brief/Response” was filed in
the incorrect court. This matter is currently pending in the Court of Appeals and all
documents must be filed in the Court of Appeals case number and entitled "In the Court
of Appeals of the State of Nevada." NRAP 17(e).

Please re-file the document and any necessary motion within 5 days of the date of this
notice.

DATE: May 11, 2022
Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of Court

By: Monique Mercier
Deputy Clerk

Notification List

Electronic

Clark County District Attorney \ Alexander G. Chen, Chief Deputy District
Attorney

Attorney General/Carson City \ Aaron D. Ford, Attorney General

Paper
Luis Angel Castro

22-14921



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Luuwe A Craepo

; hereby certify pursuvant to

NRCP 5(b) that on this LT day of WA Dy
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by giving it to a prison guard at Ely State Prison to deposit in the U.S. Mail,

sealed in an envelope, postage pre-paid, addressed to the following:
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